that there hath res beene,} 
ch, and 1 i its Vidible: Sg 
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ſent to thy view theſe Rela- 
tions, together with the defe- 
\9 ces of them; not doubting but 
if thou pernſe and ponder them well, they will 
turne to thy benefit more wayes then one . Firſt, 
ſuppoſing thou neuer heardſt any thing of theſe 
conferences but in general,or perhap3haſt heard 
particulers falfly related by fome who are par- 
tially affe ted, or milinformed; thou = by 
this my labour becerrified of the gruth, and heer- 
by enableg to do a worke of Charity, in freeing 
others from ignorance and errour , and contra- 
dictins ſuch Sile rumours as thou mayſt chance 
to vnderſtand to haue bene ſpread abroad, whe- 
ther in ſpeach, orin print, about this matter. 
Secondly, if thou be not thy ſelf> already re- 
ſolued a right in matter of Faith neceflary to fal- 
uation , thou mayeſt gaine 'no-ſmall help to- 
: TH wards 
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\-N 1 haue thought good topr = 


| Tur PYVBLISHER 
wards a ſound ſetling of thy mynd; firſt, in the 
true knowledge & belief of that One Holy ;Ca- 
- tholiqueand Apoſtolique Church which1s me--.. 
tioned in the Apoſtles ,and the Nzcene: Creed; & 
*by meanes of it, in euery other article, &'point 
{chat true Catholique Fayth, which S.. 4hana- 
ain his Creed fignifyeth to be fo neceſlary to: 
atio , that whoſocuer doth not hold #t entire: 
tr is,inall points )and inwolate, (thatis,in 
\ #he true,vnchanyed,and incorrupted. ſenſe , in 
7 which Chriſt, & his Apoſtles.left it, as a facred: 
” Depoſitum , to. be kept alwayes in the Church. ) 
without doubt he ſhall periih cuerlaſtingly; 
Thirdly , if thou be already. rightly reſolued , 
thou mayſt receaue- confirmation in thy Faith , 
and conſolation,in conſidering how plainly it is | 
roued, that there is no other Church, nor con- 
ſequently Fayth, which can( with any. proba- 
ble colour )be pretended to be truly Chriſtian 
& Catholique, beſides that which alwayes was, . 
& yet1s, the Roman, or vnited with the Roman 
Church, and Fayth- NE "= 
Laſtly, hauing once thy. mind thus ſetled, and. 
confirmed in the fight Roman,, Chriſtian Ca- 
tholique Fayth , and thereby. freed from waue- 
ring in vncertainty.and-doubtfulnes about. any. 
particuler point of Fayth, thou needft not ſpend. 
tymein, endleſſe Diſputes about Controuerſfies 
af Fayth,, hor be alwayes reading, and learning. ; : 


(. as- 


To THE READER 
f as many curious people benow adayes , & ne- 
ver coming to ſetled, & well-grounded know- 
leds , or bet: of all points of Fayth)but mayſt o ____..." 7 
beſtow thy tyme,as S. Peter coiſelleth thoſe who 2. F#l- ts * 
be faythfull Chriſtias, when he ſayth: Imploying , 
all care,miniftcr yee in your Fayth, Vertue(by whicly 
ou may liue conformably to that Fayth ) ax# 
in Vertue,KnoYledze(by which you may diſcern 
pratically good from ill Jazd iz» Knowledge, Abitty 
nence(from all thatis 1ll) & iz Ab#inence, Patiece 
(in regard there will not 'want ſome paine to be 
ſuffered , whiles you labour to abſtaine from ill) 
and in Patiente,Piety (or Deuotion, out of which 
will ſpring ſpirituall comfort, inabling yow to 
endure patiently all kind of paine ) azd in Piety, 
Lone of the fraternity (or pradhachodl & vnity of 
the whole Church , not ſuffering your ſelues 
with a [oe wry picty of priuate feeling de- 
uotion, to hate, or ſeparate from the comonDo- 
&rine, Sacrifice, Sacraments, Seruice, Rites or 
Ceremonies of the Catholique Church ) aud in 
Lowe of the fraternity , Charity ( or loue of God; 
which charity of it be well grounded,&. rooted 
in your hart, 1t will doubtleſſe mooue you 70 /a- 
bour , as the ſame. Peter further aduiſeth-) by 
good Workes (and not by only Fayth, or apprehe- 
lion that your fins be forgiuen:, or that-yow be' 
iuſt, or the children of God, or of thenumber of 
the Ele ) 70 make ſure your V ocation and Elettion, 
we which 


bid. 
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which do:nz, vow 5hall not(as the ſame Apoltle pro- 
miſerh ) [ine at any tyme;and there shalbe miniitred 
onto you aboundantly,an entrance intothe encrlaſting 
kingdome of our Lord and Sauiour Teſus-Chrift. 
Some may perhaps meruaile , Why theſe Re- 


{Jations come out ſo late, it being now long ſince 


e Aduerſaries haue giuen out falſe Reports, 
thin ſpeaches, and print ?For anſwere ferof 
XK muſt be conſidered , that befides the ordinary 
ficulties which Catholiques in England haue, 
cyther to write for want of conuement Siacy ; 
tyme, commodity of bookes , and conferring 
which others, or to print; there haue bene ſome 
ſpeciall extraordinary impediments which haue 
hindred the ſame. As namely , that M. Fisher 
was ſ{traightly charged , ypon his Allegiance, 
from his Maieſty, that then was lining , not to 
ſet out, or publub what pafſed in ſome of theſe 


Conferences , vntill he gaue Licence « which 


3 
made both M. F:sher, & his friends to forbeare, 


hoping { as was promiſed by him who deliuered 
his maieſties meſſage ) that D. Whyte and others 
were not to publiſh any thing, vnauill they. mee- 
ting with 2. Fisher, ſhould treate, and agree , & 
vnder their hands confirme what was fayd on 
both fides; which his Maieſty peruſing , would 
grant licence to publiſh. The Ol + meeting 
CAM. Ficher expetted a long while, & once went 
to D. Whytes Houſe, to know what he wowy ſay 

| about 
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abont the Relation which he had ſet but ; buc 
found him vnwilling to make any ſuch treaty & 
agrement, nor wad himſelffet outin print,or 
writing, whathe thought to be the true Relatis, 
as knowtng by likelihood that he could not ſer 
out the truth, without diſaduantage of his cauſe, 
or not withoutim payring,or atleaſt not aduan=-./ 
cing his ownecredit ſo much, as he deſired. 

It any meruayle, why in theſe Relations ſo litle 
1s fayd of the ſecod Dayes Conference with Do- 
clour Whyte,the reaſon 1s, becauſein a manner all 
the ſpeach of that meeting , was betweene his 
Maieſty and M. Fjsher,who beareth that dutifull 
reſpect to his Soueraigne, thathe will not per=- 
mit any thing ſayd by him,to be publiſhed now 
after his Fs. , which he had 74 ſpecially for- 
bidden to be publiſhed in the tyme of his life. For 
if this cauſe had not bene, it had bene alſo now 
publiſhed as wel as the reſt; there being nothin 
in it ,-which 2M. Ficher thould be aſhamed oft, 
or by which any prejudice might come to the 
Catholique Cauſe: for if there had bene any ſuch 
matter,D.White( who in generall tearmes doth 
in his Preface ſeeke todifgrace 3h. Fisher,layings 
he vanilhed avay with diſzrace ) would not haue 0- 
mitted to ſet ; —_ in particuler ſome, at leaſt 
one, blame- worthy Argument, or Anſwere.But 
of this, as alſo of D. Featlyes indeauouring todif- 
grace M. Fiſher , by obieRing falſly - ſuppoled 
Vatruthes 


—_ 


De > Ya MD piapne. * more.i is to. be. 
kay din another F ce: andt erfore not being 
willing to hold thee, Gentle Reader, any langer 
From the conſideration of the firſt cation of 
all this buſines, I commut -thee to the Proteci- 
on of FA God. 
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Name Proteſtant doth) denominarte &c. 
67 Yit. euery pioully diſpoſed. read, eucry intel 
ligent,and piouſly diſpoſed &c. 


708 21 points, to take points. To take &c. 
109 29 bur lay and ſay | 
x17 33 ir ſeemeth . It ſeemeth 

11% 7 notable not able 

119 9 hunreds hundreds 


131 29 found in ſound in: 


< 


149. 37 _ benamcch _ be nameth. _ , 
1466 3: (Fahh _ Fayth -. _ 
147 19 Traditions. The Traditions ; the , 
151 I9 . defined defined- | 

153. 13 had, ) dele parentbefins. 

363 3x,  Yncbatitable vacharitably 


a aww. zi v 


£ © Sn + 


A £- 4 aa zCRN. 


+ .- or mw 
4 WE a: -. + m 


IS 


PERS THE. « Wider 

O Cc CAS T o N. 
O.F. A cha 

| Cortaine {conference had Sh ceve: 
DP. Francis Whites and 

_ lohnFisher:” wel 


o C -* - s » . 
”. 4 
+ - At ? 3 b 
lo. _. ——_— 
F 


| H: E POT, ion nf his FE 
2 >2 d ference wasa certaine Write 


$76 Paper,giyea by Mt Figher 
URXroan Hog" Lady who ;wWho dc- 


YEeLircdomibingto = briefly 
Writte.to prouc the Cath que Roman 
Chaxch,! & Faith, tobe the ouly right... 


"The Copie of this Paper i js 4s voxrant 


NIaerv, Itis exrfaing, archer is The q 
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2 Tas :Occas10R 
lible Faith; without which none cat} 
Pleaſe: God,oratjayne Saluation, PLES 


+2, This one, true, divine, infallible 


Fit, iswholy grounded vpon the an- 
thority of Gods word;and in this it dif- 
ferath y gozorily fro from All fumuicſciens 
cds bred by a'cleete ſight,orcuident de- 
monſtration, and from humanc opt- 


tion proceeding from-probable argu-. 
ments 6r:conicetiites , & from humane 


Faith built. yponthe authority of Pirha- 
goras his Tpfe dixit , or the word of an 


other man ; bur. 2 from all other di- 


vine knowledge, had , cither by clecrs 
viſion” of the divine Eſſence , which 


| Saints haucift Heauen, orby cleere zE.. þ 
uclation of dine Myſteries , which j | 


ſotne -principalt perſons . to wit,” Pg- 
tintkes |, and: Prophers,” and Apoſtles: had 
owearth ; and'allo from that Theolo-" 
| gicall diſcurſi 1c $:5-2aly HCI lear- 
ned men attaine,ynto, by the vie of. 
cn et atata wit, it reducing PEI ut 
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or THE: ConNFERENCE. + 
fions; partly: out of 'the fourdationiuef! 
fupernaturall Faith partly ourofprins 

ciples of naturall reaſon: Fromiall- cheſs * 
kindes- of knowledge fay').rhatonci 
true;diuine, and infallible Faith diffes 


reth, in thatit 1s grounded wholly-ypon _- 


the authority of the FVordof God,as hu- 


mane fallible Faith is grounded wpowr © 


the authority ofthe'VFVord of Man.” 

3. This YPoritof God,vpon whichdi- 
uinc infallible faiths grounded; is hot 
only the! word:of God” Invreate;, or the' 
prime Verity,but alſo:the word Created, 
or Reuelation+ proceeding 'from thar 
prime” Veriey ,, by«which che'trurth' of 
Chriſtianmyfteries , by Chrift { who'is 
true” God ) was firlt made manifeſt to 
the Apoſtles, and'other his Diſciples';) 
partly by the exreriour- preaching of 
his owne'moutts; bur chiefly by the in- 


wardreuclation of his cternall heauen-: 


ly Father, andby the inſpiration of the: 
bely'Ghoſt.Secodly,It was made knowne 
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Matth. 28.. 
Joan. 16. 
Lac, io. 


4 Txz OccasSion: 
toothers living in'thoſe dayes,partly by 
owtward:preaching, partly' by the wri- 
tinges of the aforcſaid Apoſtles; and 
Dysiples,to whome Chriſt gaue lawfull 
miſſion & commiſſion to teach; ſaying 
Teach.all nations, promiſing that himlelfe 
would be.with them. all dayes, vnco the 
cadef the world; and that his holy Spie 
rit Should a(siſt chem, and teach them, 
( and conſequently make them able to 
teach others.) all;Truch,inſuch ſort, as 
whoſocuce-should.hrarcithem , should 
heare Chriſt himſelf, and ſo should be 
made docitles Dei ,and as the Prophet 
forctould, dotii'4:Domino, and as S. Paul 
ſpeaketh 'of ſome, Epiſtola Chreſts , the 
epiſtle of Chriſt, written not within 
bur with che ſpirit of God. Whence ap- 
pearcth , that not only the Word In- 
create, but allo the Word Created, may 
be truly'ſayd to be the Foundation of 
our. Faith;; and not only! that Word 
(which was ummediatly inſpired by che 
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oF THE, CONFERENCE; 
heaucnly Father,or by:the holy Ghoſt; 
in the hartesof the Apoſtles, andiother 
Diſciples,. who lived in .our:Sauiours 
dayes;bur alſo the Word: as well: prea- 
ched,a# written- by the-Apoſtles,''and 
allo that Word, which by th-preaching 
and writing of the Apoſtles, wasby the 
holy Ghoſt 1mprinced- in'the hartesof 
the: immediate hearers, who were'thers 
upon ſaid. to. be..the Epiſtles of Chriſt, 
as haue already noted. +- : 5: 4 7 
4. This:Word of. God{owhich' I call: 
Created, ro diftinguish ir fromthe word: 
Iscreate ) being partly. preached , partly. 


written, partly inſpiredor imprinted im? 


manner aforeſaid!) was not ito ceaſe at. 
the death of the Apoſtles and Diſciples * 
and their immediate bearers, but by the: 
appointment of God( who would haue: 

all men. to. be faued ,and-come-to- the: * 


knowledge of the Truth,) was tobe de- . 
rived to-poſtetity;nor- by new immes«-- 
wot Geroras Front nor by: - 


diate xeue 
214039 A. 3 ſending; 
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{&ndiap Augelli:tocalb particuler men ; 
buz byi.a: cqntifivarced fucceſfion:of 774 
fable Dodours,and:iPaſtors ;\and lawtully- 
ſent; Preachers nll ages,:who partly by 
Tranſcripts of what was written firſt by: 
the' Apoſtles; buticheifly by Yocall prea- 
ching-of the {ame dottriney- without. 
cbange;, wbichahe Paſtors:of: euery age! 
ſueceſſtuely one-from another receaued 
ofitheir.predeceſlors, as they: who liued: 


in the age next ro-the Apoſtles. dayes,: 


cred:Depefaums, to: be kept and preſerued: 


inthe Churclr, maugre all: the afſaul». 


tes: b&: Fiellagates, which accordingto 


Chriſtspronu(e, shallincucr 'prevavle : - 


_ againſt the Church:!Whence followeth, 


that;nat :only;for 409..0r:500\: or 600«;; 
Years, butin al agesliace Cirgt; there i; 
was, is,and shalbe the:true Word of Got: 
preached by vfible Doflonrs, Paſtgrs., and :: 
lawfully: ſens Preachers-;:10/guided by: 1 
Chriſt and his holy-ſpicit,chat:by:tbem'!. 
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Shalbe lufficiently inflrufed /inv tracy = 
divine; infallible Faichs, in'allthinges 4 


_ oF THE ConPERENCEs: » 
people of cuery Age were ,' arc /, and 


neceſſary to Saluation ; to- the intent, 
thacrhcy:may/hor-be litele 0065, wauc- | "_ 
ring,odroarried: about eb awry Winds 7 7 
ef new doftrine ; which being: contrary to 
the auld and firſt reccaued, muſt needs: 
be falles'; ini ist oo nit etioban HL 
5. Wheras by this which is already 
ſaid(which if needbe,may be morefully 
proued ) ir apeareth-firtt thatthere is 
one;true, divine,infa{lible Faith, ne&f-" 
fary to ſaluation.Secodly,that thisFaith* 
is wholy grounded. vpon: the word of 
God! Fhbirdly;thactins word of G64;315% 
riot only the word ipcreare; buralfothe® 
word Creared,citherinwardly infpited,or 
oat wardtypreached:; or writren,& con- 
tiaucd; m4 pry nSg in'one;or other 
continued ſucceſfion of 7 ifible' Paſtors," 
Naftonrs, and lawtully-ſeor * Preachers,” 
righely teaching; by, thedire@ion® of”> 
71240 A 4 Chriſt, 


| Tms OccxSrom © 
Chriſt and his holy ſpirit,the ſaid word 
of Goda wheras(4 fa Yall chis doth moſt 
euidently-appeate by this which 4 isal- 
ready ſayd- | 

+;Thapl mayiproue' the Roms Church 
"onl ys apdehoſe-who coriſcar and agree 
iQ: p 7000 of:Faith-with. it, 'to hauc 
that one, truc, divine, infallible Faith, 
which! is neceſlaric to ſaluation, [ct 2 

"If: is ws veegfull, ;that there chould 


be one, or other- continual ſucceſlion; 
of F, tfible\Paſtors,ifi which, and by which : 


the ynchanged word 4 God, v 
which true. divine infallible Saictei 


grprndrds is-yreſerued aol: 5 Xcked; a3 
andanoother (uecefſion beſides chav of . 
the Romas. Chuych/, and others, which 
agrec in Faich with itcan beshewedf as- 

if any, ſuch were , may' be-showed Your - 
of approucd Hiſtories, or ather ancient - 
monuments; Then without donbr, the 


Sons Shark 'oaly and. fuch as agree 


with 


Or rum CGonFERENCE mY 
with itinFaich,hauechat' cruc;dinine, 
infallible Faith, which-i3 neccflary to 
Aloation;. «34s "3+ ;Þ __ # ” 

| But theremauſt be one, or other ſuch 
ſuccefſion:of Yifible Paſtors; and no other 
 canbe shewed-our of approucd Hiſto- 
ries or ancient monumets, befides that 
of the Rowan Church - only ; . and ſuch 
others as agree with it-in Faith Ergo. 

The Roman Church only , and fuch © 
others as agree with it in. Faith;, hach 
truc, djvine, infallible Faith, nccceflarie 
toſaluation, SH, 

 The-Conſcquenceof the Major can- 
not:'with reaſon beodcaicd:, andiif it be, 
it shalbe proucd, - | 

'The Mzuor hath two partes.: The 
inſt whereof isplainc,by that which is 
already ſaid ,and-3f nced be it 'shalbe 
more fully proucd : opt of holy Scri- 
Ptures. _ Ie 71, 

The ſecond part ,maybo made ma- 

nifc{t, rſt out of Hiſtories , ſecondly 

me | Toa 


w—_—  _ 


w Tux Occavion 
outofthe confeſſion of Proceſtants, 
-_ 1, The ſecond Argument. 
If the Roman Church had the right 
Faith, and ncucr changed any fubltan- _ 
tiall part of Faith ; Then it" followeth, 
that it hath now that one true, divine, 


| infallible Faith, which is neceſlary to 


fGluation . rol 
But the' Roman Church once had the 
right Faith ,, and neuer 'changed any 
ſubſtanciall part of Faith. *' - Ergo. 
T he, Roman Church now 'hath the 
right Faith ; and conſequently Profes 
Stats, fo far as they diſagree with it, 
haucnor che right ſoulc-ſfauing Faith. 
The Maor is etvidem, © 
— The: Minor hath two partes. The 
firſt iscleerc ont of. 8. Pau), Row. 1. and 
is confeſſed by Proteftants, 
The ſecond part, I prone thus : 
Yf the Roman Church changed any 


ſubRanciall part of Faith , then there 


may beshewed the point changed, the 
= | pcrion - 


perſon which: iwas the. Authour,.of 


$has change, che: time when, and iplacg 


where the cbange-was made; & others 


ancienc. Faith , continued oppofition 


again che-inaquation and change, as 


may be shewed in other like, and lefl 
changes , and namely in Lurbers, and 
Caluins change. - 


Burt theſe circumſtances cannot be. 


Shewed. Ergo. No change. 

If my Aducrſaries name any point, 
which they affirme to haue beene chan- 
gcd. r. This wil not ſuffice, valeſſe they 


. Dame the other circumſtances of rhe 


Author,time,place, and who perſifting 
in the former vachanged Faith, ops 
poſed and continued oppoſitis againſt 
it, as againſt a —_ and Hercſle; 
as we can do in other changes, andna- 
mely in that which was by Lather and 
Edluin, | : 
2 « Theſe points, which chey fay 
_ B 2 Were 


or:THE Cone ER-ENC .M y 7 


y. be. aamcd , who perſiſting -in che 


js Tus Occastoft: 

werechanged after thefirſt 600, 

tay be 'shewed them-ro. have: __ 
held; by more ancient; approucd: Aus 
thors, in the 'ſameſenſe ; in which they 
are held by 'the Rowen: chad pwicch 
> jy cof that” rhoey' Way LL fuch 
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briefs Rilarion of whit uſſed berweene Di 
Wh and M. hep cunts 
" forefedwrines Paper” * | 


AH1S forſaid. paper paſſin from one: 
| TE: anathes, came to ſome hids,who 
SY gauet to D. Francs Whyte'to an- 
Es and to prepare imſelfe to 
ugne it ina Conferece with M. 
7h : who whe he wxotit,&& gaue: 
Git tothg Lady, did hot thinke, or ſuſ-. 
- thatany ſuch great matter ſhoul, haugbene mads 
of it,asafterproued. M. D. rapton (azhecofeſſed: 
after to M. Fizher Jhad this about teq dayes in hjs 
ſtudying what to ay to it, came as he was ap» 
poyntedeo the. place of 4and M. Fisher bein 
yo Palos was was alla ſent for. At the houre and 
plegs Srefiup,, york the one, and the other( as they 
re bidden ) ſatedownebeforea few, but very Ho- 
—_— Perſons, whoſe names I will onely( as 
Kber, firſt did) exprefle. in theſe enſuing letters. L 
K,. L. M.B. EL. B. &M-. B. ThenD. are ev 
outacopie ofthe aforeſaid written paper ,and asked 
MK Fithey whether he wrote it. Vnto. whi hf. Focbex 
anſwered, F wrote ſuch. a thing, & fit bea trne co- 


L will defead j | 
Pe Ll delend 5s B;  Thiw' 


ou: uy: 4 Of W'4 
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j6 .- Then D. 3//byre is SeGpvine of th hb ph- 
in which wasthid and but ons, | 
Faith &%. Ea ay Whine-vis-trucs Tack be 
vhiderſtood eeplcte.r mpliieehch bots fre , 
ſenſe M. Fizber afſented.”" - 
_ D. 1Vhite read the ſecond point, in which 
Was That this Irue, diane E 45 wikely grounded vyon 
thewordef God &e. This Uo Ds White Yielded to be 
"Then D. White read. third which Was 
ſaid, That this word of ad. tau id polntn grounded,js 
net only the VVerd Increate, but. alſo the Word Created, to.wit, 
the dining renelation made manifi ; perth rd 
preaching , partly by the boly Ghoth "in ax 4 inform inthe 
hertes of the Apo. $&46: © | 
This point alfo' D. zhite dllowel but knowing 
what followedi in the fourth poinr, heasked M. _ 
whether he choughr that the holy Ghoſt was 
In ins fg Ny 652M Ticherfaid, that't 


16holy Ghoſt was* rider, th th tn 
ofttes; & others, yetnot in the ſame degree, 
norin the ſamefull tneafaregbur the Apoſtles, 55 being 
ann te Hr prime fot = wihia oft e Chitrch; i 
Oo oft in oath I meaſunte,”. 
tharthey could, a So Id hits Els nigall"Scriprutes, 
Other tht eee $.ftvutzandDo& Gs, had#trinan: 
inferiour d yetlo, a5 by it they wets enabledto_ - 
reach! ho yard _— chan 7 Shed of 
ointes nee toſfaluation; eſpecially. when'in a - 
gel Councell Hae eaten Mrs x Hee they- - 
lithe 2s'the Apoſtſesand Senſours did; Piſum 
fas to wohis, Ir ſcemetrh ew to: the-Hioly'* = 
ds v5. The pedplealfo* meaſure of 


Game ſpirit, lufficicat to totbl ths to concgius figh M7 


— M_. 
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and to belieue ſtedfaſtly the reaching of their Paſtonrs. 
. D. Whyte did not diſallow the ſubſtance of this 
anſwere , but only made a yerball ObieRion, ſaying: 
The Apoſtles bad inſpiration, Paſtours and People onely illunt- 


Baron | 2 (# 

M. Fizber anſwered , that both Apoſtles & Paſtours 
had inſpiration and illumination, in regard the mo- 
tion of the holy Ghoft, as receiued in the vnderſtan- 
ding, is called Iliummation, and as receiued inthe will, 
itis called Inſpiration .* 

L. K. bad them leaue that verbalfcontrouerfy, and 
proceed - in the matter... D. Whyte excepted againſt 
that part of the paper, wherin was ſaid, That the word 
of God was partly written, partly vnwritten, and 
would haue nothing to be the word of God, but what 
is written in Scripture, JN 
-  M. Fisher to iuſtifie that part of the paper,  ficſt al- 
edged that Text of $. Paul, Hold the traditions which you 
. haze learned, whether by our Word , or Epiſtle. 2. He made 
theſe two enſuing arguments ( to proue that more 
3s to be belicued by diuine Faith then is wricten in 
Þ&:. It is neceſſarie to'beliene, by dinine Faith, that Ge- 
Sefis, Exodus, and other particuler Books are Canon 
call; and divine Scripture. ' : —_ | 

But this ro be ſo, is notaffuredly knowen by the 
only Word written. | Ergo &c. ' 

Morcouer Proteftants hould, and believe this pro- 

ofition:Nothing is to be beliened by. Chriſtian Faith, 

t whatis contayned in Scripture? , | 

But this Propoſition, is wangencayned in the word 
Written. Ergo. Somthing is belienedeuen by. Prote- 
ftants which is not: contayned in the written Word, 
and therefore they muſt admit for aground of Faih 

© * mv B 4 fomeg- 


-. 
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fome. Word 'of God not written.  ' Ir 
'D: 1Vogte anſwered; Alchobgh at that time when &, 
Pasl wrote the text altedged,:fome part of Gods word 
-was not Written, yet afterwards all needfull ro be be- 
lieued, was written. This D, Whyte ſaid ,but didnot, 
norcannot prouse, eſpecially out -of any parte of the 
written Word. © 322024 ad 
D. Whyte alledged thistext, Omnis ſcriptura denmmitss - 
inſpiata,viilizeft orc. Bur( as M. Fiber then tould him) 
this Text doth-not proue the point whichis to be pro- 
ucd, Forthis texx doth not {ay, thatall which is di- 


:uinely infpired; was written, orthat Geneſis , Exodves, - 


andother patticuler books, arc diuinely inſpired, or 
that nothing isto-bebelicued which is notcontayned 
4n ſcripturezburzonly ſaith, That «ll, or every Seriptare #3= 
auinely inſpired, is profitable . - : 

' D:; faid? Scripture isnot onely ſaid ſimply to 
be profitable,bur'to be profitable, roargue,to teach, to 
correct, to infteuR, that the man of God rgay be per- 
tect:andrherfore being profitable to all theſe offices, it 
may beifaid tobe ſufhcient . | 

M. Fisher replyed: Although wood be profitable to 
make the ſubſtance 5f tlie holeitornake' wainſcot , to 
make tablesand ſtooles,and other furniture , yet hence 

doth not follow , that wood alone is ſufficient to 
build and furniſh a houſe. I will notfay, that heere 
D, White was at aNonples, becauſe I ynderſtand 'thac 
word Nonplus, doth not pleaſe him ; burthe trath is 
thatto this D. Y/hytedid make no anſwere. Andformy 
ou I profeſle , I do not-{ce what anſwerethe could 
Haue made tothe pau and worthy of thatHono- - 
Table, and ynderftanding Audience. © - - © 

D. Whyte therefore wthour ſaying any thing to 

Ypinilance, ſeemgd to bowguy, and giningthe = 


| Or THz Conrunnncy. rj. 

2, Fichgr taking the paper, read the fourth Point, in: 
which was ſayd, That theword of God manifeſted te the 4 
Poſtles,and by them to they immediate hearers, was not to ceaſe. 


. &t their deatb, but was to be continued and propagated withour- 


change,in,and by one, or other companie of viſible Paſtours, Do» 
fenrs, and lawfully-ſent preacbers ſucceſsinely in all ages &c. 
All which to be true being at laſt graunted, or notde- 
nyed by D. Whyte, M. Fisher propoſed the firſt of the 
two arguments ſet downein theaforeſaid Paper. viz. 
If there muſt be in all ages one, or other continuall 
ſucceſſion of viſible Paſtours, DoRours,.and lawful- 
Iy-ſent Preachers by whom the vnchanged word of 
God, vpon which Faith is grounded, was preſerued & 
preached in all ages ſince Chriſt ; and no other is vi- 
ſible, or can be ſhewed , beſides thoſe of the Roman 
Church, and ſuch as agree in Faith with them : Then 
none, but the Paſtours of the Romane Church, and 
ſuch as agree in Faith with them, hauethar one, infal- 
lible, diuine, ynchanged Faith which is neceſlarie to 


ſaluation . 


But there muſt be ſuch a viſible ſucceſſion, & none 
ſuch can be ſthewed different in Faith from the Pa» 


 ftours of the Roman Church. Ergo. 


Qnely, the Paſtours of the Romane Church, 
andſuch as agree in Faith with them, preſerue and 
teach that one, infallible, diuine, ynchaunged Faith 
which is neceſſarie to ſaluation. 

D. Whyte anſwered, Thatit was ſufficient to ſhew 
2 ſucceſſion of viſible Paſtours, teaching vnchanged 
docrineinall points fandamentall, although not in 


points not fundamentall, 


M.: Fisber replyed ſaying :Firſt, that if time permits 
ted,he could proueall pointes of —_— Fx.2, __ | 


ww @- _ 
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fuadamentall (ſuppoſing they were points generally . 


beld, or defined by tull authority of the Church ; (to 
which purpoſe he did recite the beginning of this ſen- 
tence of S. Auguſtine : Ferendus ef} diſputator errans 1 
alsjs queſtionibus non diligenter digeitis , nondum plena authe- 
ritate Eccleſia firmat is, tubs ferendus eft error; nontantum pro= 
gredi debet , vi ipſum fundementum quatere moliatur. In 
which 8. Aufen infinuateth , that to erre in any que- 
ſtions defined by full authority of the Church , is to 
ſhakeche foundation of Faith, or toerre in points fun- 
damentall. But M.Fisber not hauing the booke at hand 
(and fearing to be tedious in arguing vpon a text 
which he had not ready to ſhew ) paſſed on: and ſe- 
condly required D. YFhyte to giue him a Catalogue of 
all points tundamentall, or a definition or deſcription 
(well proued out of Scripture, and in which all Prote- 
ſtants will agree) by which one may diſcerne which 
be,and which benot points fundamentall. 

D. Whyte reieted this demaund,as thinking it yn= 
reaſonableto require of him a Catalogue, or defini- 
tion, or deſcription of Points fundamentall , out of 
Scripture, in which all Proteſtants will agree. But 
(conſidering in what ſenſe D. Fhyte did ynderſtand 
this diſtintion of points. fundamentall, and not fune 
damentall( to wit, that none could be ſaued who did 
not belicue all pointes fundamentall rightly; and that 
none ſhould be damned for not belicuing other 
pointes, vnles he did wilfully againſt his conſcience 
deny,or not belicue them;) {M. Fishers demand was 
both reaſonable and moſt neceſſary : for ſith all Pro- 
teſtants agree in houlding it neceſſarie to be certaine 
of their ſaluation; and that none can beſaued, who 
donot belicue all points fundamentall ; and that 
in theſe pointes, one mult not content himſelfe o_ 
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implicite Faith, bur muſt exprefſely know them zit is 
moſt neceſſary, that all Proteſtants ſhould our of / 
Scripture) Which they pretend to be their onely Rule ' 
of Faith) find , and conclude with vnanimous con- 
ſentcertainly, what is, and what is nota fundamen- 
call point of Faith, neceſlary to faluation. For whiles 
ſome hould more, ſome leſle to be: fundamentall, and 
none of them giueth(out of Scripture:) a ſufficient rule 
by which it may be diſcerned, which is,-and which is 
not fundamentall; how can ech particuler Proteſtant 
reſt aſſured, that he belicueth expreſly all points funda- 
mentall, or ſo much as is neceſlary, and ſufficient to . 
make him afſured of Caluxion. Burt to returne to the 
Relation. D. ?hyte,hauing reieted M.Fishersdemand, 
requitinga Catalogue,definition ordeſcription out of 
Scripture in which all Proteſtants will agree ) ſaid: 
Thatall thoſe pomts were ung raph, 7 were 
contained in the Creed of the Apoſiles. SEES 

M. Fisher might haue alked him diuers queſtions 
vpon this aaſwere. r. What textof ſcripture taughe 
him, that all the points contained in the - Apoſtles 
Creed were fundamentall in the ſenſe aforeſaid? Or, 
That this Creed was compoſed by the Apoſtles, as a 
ſummary of Faith, contayning | apr” needfull(at leaſt 
neceſsitate Precepts) to be exprelly belieued by all men? ' 
TheChurch indeed fo teacheth, but the Scripture hath - 
not any text which doth expreſly ſay ſo, or whence 
by neceſſarie conſequence ſo much may be gathered; 
and thereforeactording to Proteſtant principles(per- 
mitting nothing to be belieued but' Onely Scripture) 
the Apoſtles Creed ought notto be belciued, as arule 


. of anypoint of Faith, and much leffe arule contai- 


ningall principall and fundamentall points of Faith. 


2. M. Fiber might haue asked » Whether Onely 
C2 the 


Toan, IA. & 
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ficient foundation of Fayth, or the Catholique ſenſe? 
If onely the wordes; then the 4rrians, and other cone 
demned Heretikes may be fayd to haue held all the 


"fundamentall points ſufficient to Saluation ; which is 


contrary to the iudgement of Antiquity, and is moſt 
abſurd. If the Catholique ſenſe ;.then the queſtion 
muſt be , who muſt be iudge todetermine which is the 
Catholique ſenſe? and whether it be not moſt reaſo- 
nable, and neceſſary , that the Catholique Church it 
ſlfe, rather then any particuler man, ,or Se: of men, 
ſhould teach the rrue ſenſe ? When eſpecially, the holy 
Ghoſt was promiſed to the cathalique church, (. and 
not to any particulerman, or Se of men, differingin 
docrine from it)to teach itall Truth. 

. M.Ficher might haue asked, whether all points 
fundamentall were expreſſed in the creed, or not ? If 
they be-not, by what other rule ſhall one know, what 
Is a pointfundamentall ? If all which is fundamentall 
be expreſſed inthe creed,then to belicue' only Scrip- 
ture, or to belieue that there is any Scripture at 
all,isnot fundamentall, or neceſſary to Saluation 
but to believe the catholique, church ( and con» 
pney the truth of all ſuch docrines of Fayth, 
which the generally teacheth, or defineth in her ge- 
nerall councells) is fundamentall . So as, we max ty 
with S. Athanefius, Whoſocuer will be ſaued, muſt bees 
licue the eatholique Fayth ( that is , the Fayth taughe 
by the catholique church) and this not only in part 
orin acorrupt ſenſe, butin all points, andin catholi- 
que ſenſe, Foras the ſame S, 4thanafens ſaith; vnles one 
belicue the (aid Catholique faith (integr am invioletamy;) 
entiere and inuiolate, without doubt he ſhall periſh 


- 


cuerlaſtiagly . All theſe queſtions M. Fizber might 


haue 
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the words of the Creed are needfull to beheld, 23a fuf- 
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hanexcked, bur he at thar preſent only asked, Whethe 
all articles of the Creed, were held by D. zYbyte to be 
fundamentall ? ; 

To which Queſtion D. Whyte anſwered, That 
all was fundamenaall. 

M. Fisher asked , Whether the article of chiifts 
deſcending into hell , were fundamentall ? 

D. Whyte ſaid, Yes. | 

Why then( ſaid M. Fiber) did M. Rogers affirme, 


' That the Church of England is not yet reſolued , what is Regersin his 

the right ſenſe of that Article ? dofrine of the 
It was anſwered, that M. Rogers Was a priuate Churchof En« 

man. M. Fisher replyed: That his Booke in the title glands Art. 2. 


profeſſerh to be fer out by publique aathority. To 
which M. Fieher might haueadded, That the Booke 
fo ſer out by publique authority, beareth title of the 
Catholique, or Vniuerſall dotrine of the church of 
England ; by which addition is ſhewed a difference 
betwixt this book-of M. Rogers, and ſome others, 
which were obie&tedto be ſer out by licence of the 
catholique fide: for theſe our books are only licenced 
to come out in the name of ſuch, or ſuch a private 
author , and as books declaring his priuate opinions; 
but this of M . Rogers was authorized, and graced 
with thetitle of the Catholiquedoarine of the church 
of England,and therfore ought by Proteſtants to be 
more reſpected, then other priuate mens books. 

M. Fisher not thinking it neceſſary to _ this 
difference, returned againe to D, ?hyrer firit anſwere 
to the maine argament',' in which he _— aid, | 
Thar it was ſufficient'to ſhew a viſible ſucceſhon of 
fuch as held points fundamentall , did implicitely 
grauntit neceſſary , that afucceſſion ſhould be ſhewed 
of ſuch viſible Paſtours as did-hold = points, which 
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at leaſt himſelf held tobe fundamentall, orneceſſary 
to ſaluation . Whereupon M. Fisher. bad D. Whyte 
name a continuall companie, or ſucceſſion of viſible 
Proteſtants ( different from the Romane Church 
which they call Papiſts) holding all points which 
he accounted fundamentall. 

D. Whyte expreſly graunted, That he could not 
ſhew ſucha viſible ſucceſſion of Paſtours and Do- 
Ctours (- differing in doftrine from the Romane 
church ) who held all points which he accounted 
fundamentall. Which his ingenuous conteſſion , I 
deſire the Reader to note, applying it to the argu- 
ment which M. Ficher propoſed, ſhewing that Onely 
the Roman church hath had ſuch a ſucceſſion .For 
if, as the argument vrgeth, one ſuch ſucceſsjon hath 
bene, and none differing in doctrine from the Ro- 
man can be ſhewed by D. Whyte( being accounted 
a prime Proteſtant Controuerſift, who may teach ſuch 
as D. Featly, as was lately protefled by D. Featly hims 
ſelf) we may abſoJutely conclude, that no ſuch viſible 
ſucceſſion was of Proteſtants, ſo farre as they differin 
dodrine from the Roman church, and conſequently 
till they aſſigne ſome other (which they can neuer do) 
they muſtacknowledge the Romane to be the only 
church,or atleaſt a church which hath had a viſible 
| {ucceſsion , teaching the vnchanged Faith of chriſt 

In all ages, inal ; > om at leaſt fundamental] : which 
being acknowledged, worthily might M. Fisher aske 
(2 he did aske) D. /hyie, Why Proteſtants made a 


chiſme from the Remane ehurch ? and- why Prote- 


Rants did perſecute Romane catholiques, contrary 


to the cuſtome of the ancient Fathers, who ſtill kept 


vnity with other churches, although intheir opinion 
holding erroursz( vntil] the catholique chuch I, 
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full authority defined them to be errours in Faith ) 
and that after ſuch definition of the church(which 
was yet neuer made againſt the Romane church: ) 
they would ſtill obltinatly perſiſt in errour; as 
appeareth in S. Cyprians cale. To thefe demaunds 
made by M. F:iher, D. Whyte anſwered ; We do not 
perſecute you for Religion. About which aniwere 
I defire the gentle Reader to obſerue, that M. Fisber 
asked two Queſtions. x. Why Proteſtants made a. 
ſchiſme from che Romane church ? 2. Why Pre- 
teftants did perſecute Romane catholiques ? 

To the firſt of theſe queſtions being about Schiſme, 

D. Whyte anſwered nota word, and yet this was 
the moſt important Queſtion, ſufficient to ſhew Pro- 
teſtants to be in a damnable ſtate, vnles they repent 
and returne to vnity with the Roman church.Foron 
the one ſide, itcannot be denyed, but that ſchiſme 
or ſeparation of ones ſelfe from church-Vnity, is a 
moſt damnablefinne, which cannot be made lawfull 
for any cauſc, nor cannot without repentace, & retur- 
ning to V nity, be waſhed away, cuen with martyr- 
dome it ſelfe, as the ancicat Fathers confeſle : And on 
the other {ideit is euident (& euen confeſſed by ſome 
Proteſtants) that Protetants did ſeparate themſclues 
from the Romane Church , which is confeſſed to be 
the mother Church, and which cannot be ſhewed 
to haue. ſeparated it ſelfe from. a. former church yet 
extant,asthe true church of chriſt muſt alwayes be 
viſiblyextant; Neither can there be ſhewed any other 
reaſon, why Proteſtants did make , and continue this 
their ſeparation , then: were, or might haue bene al- 

ledged by Heretiques , and Sciſmatiques of ancient 

times, ſeparating themſelues from the catholique Ro- 
man Church ; For ſetting aſyde all temporall reſ- 
| C 4 pes, 
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peas, which doubtles were{ bur-were very infufft« 
cient and ynworthy) cauſes why ſome did firſt; and 
do'yet continue this' ſeparation ; there' cannot be 
imagined any pretended cauſe which may not be re- 
duced to theſe two heads: to wit, eorruption of 
Manners , or Corruption of Dodrine. Corruption of 
manners, is not a iuſt cauſe ro make one leaue the 
Faith, Sacraments , and rites of the church, our 
Saujour hauing ſuttciently forewarned what is to 
be done in this caſe, when he faid; Vpon the chaire 


of Moſes the Scribes and Phariſees hane futen ; all there= 


fore that they ſay vnto you, obſerue , and do, but ace 
cording to their works do not . For by this is ſhewed 
that the ſeparation which in other places of Scri- 
pture is commanded, is not meant ſo, asif it were 
to be made by negleRing or contradifting the do- 
Qrine of lawfully authorized Paſtours, or by cor- 
porally abſenting ones ſelfe from communicatin 
with them in necefſfary Sacraments, and chur 
Rites, but only ſpiritually to departe from the'imis 
tation of theirill manners. The {econd, to wit, cor 
ruption of Dofirine , pertayning to the common 
Faith of the catholique Church, neither did, nor can 
happen to the whole yiſfible church ; chriſt hauin 
romiſcd, that the holy Ghoſt ſhalbe alwaies wich 
It, to teach it all Truth; and that Hell-gates ſhall 
neuer ſo preuaile againſt it, as to overthrow in it 
the fundation of all goodnes, to wit, true Faith, And 
forothererrours in ſuch queſtions as are not determi= 
ned by full authority of the ſaid catholiqre church, 


S. Auſtens rule is to be obſcrued , whom when he' 


fith , Ferendus eft diſputator errans : neither muſt one 


for the errour of a tew, leaue the ſociety and-come - 
munion of all ; neither muſt one or a few , pre-- 


ſuming 
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ypon their owne priuate zxeading, and in- 

terpreting of ſcripture, or their priuate ſpire (which is 
or may be the como pretext of all mages oo )cenſure 
& condemne the doarine, or pradtiſe of the yniuerſall 
Catholique Church to beerroneous: which to doe, is 
by S. Bernards ſentence, Intollerable Pride, and in S44- 
Fens indgment, Inſolent madnes. | 

The beginning therefore and continuance of the 
Schiſme, and ſeparation of the Proteſtants from the 
Catholique Romane Church ( in which even., as 
Caluis confeſleth, there was made a diſceſlion & de- Calvin 1, Bp) 
parture from the whole world) is very damnable, epiFT, 143, 
and altogether inexcuſable. Which perhaps was the 
cauſe why D. ite paſled ouer that part of the Que= 
Kion{ touching this Schyſme) with lence, and onely 


anſwered, as isaboue ſaid, to the other parte ſaying: 
We de not perſecuts you for Religion. 

;;To which anſwere M. Fisber replyed, ſaying: You 
do vs wrong, for my felf being a priſoner was neuer 


taxed withany ſtate matter , but do ſuffer for Reli- 
gion. L. M. B.* made another anſwere ,  faying: 
You of your fide, did firſt perſecute Proteſtants. 
M. Fither anſwered, that we Catholiques holdall 
points., in which Proteſtants differ from vs in do- 
rine of faith to be fundamentall, and neceflary to 
be belieued , orat leaſt not deniyed, and ſo may haue 
cauſe to-puniththem who deny , or contradid. But 
Proteflaats, who belicue 'cacholiques to hold right 
in all points which themſelues efteeme fandamen-' 
tall}, havens reaſon twperſecute ys, for fuppoſe Et= 
roursin pointsnot fundementall, which Proteſtants 
de notaccountdamnadle, For better cfecring wherof 
M. Father, asked D. /vite, whether he-thenghterrour 
ra pon nothmdamentall ta bedanmable ? 
he D D. Whites 
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D. White, aid, No, vnles one hold it againſt his 
conſcience . 

M. Fisher asked, How one could hould an exrour 
againſt his conſcience?meaning that one could notin« 
wardlyin hisconſcience belieue that be true, which he 
kaew in his conſcience to be an errour. 

D. Whyte anſwered, That by petuerfity of will he 
might hould an errour: againſt the knowne truth. 
Which anſwere is true, if he meane, that one who 
knoweth the truthat this. inſtant, may after by per- 
- uerfity of Will, incline the, Vnderſtanding to- hold 
the contrary exrour. But that, atthe ſame inſtant, he 
Gould know the truth actually, and yet actually 
hold, in the ſame inftant, the contrary errour in his 
conſcience, or inward knowledg, is more then I think 
any Philoſopher canexplicat. For this were to know, 
and not know,and to belieue two contraries, Truth, 
and Errour, about the ſame obieR in the ſame fubiey 
the inward conſcience at one, and the ſame inſtant, 
which is impoſſible . 

M, B. mo_—_tng at D. Whues anſwere acked; 
__—_ e ſame queſtion, ſaying : May one be 
_ . faucdthatholdetherrour in points of Faith, not fun» 

damentall , fuppoſing he hould not againſt his con- 
ſcience ? 

D. White fayd, Yes: 

Thoſe (faith M. B. ) who ſuffering for conſcience 
hould errour in Faith agaiaſt their conſcience, are 
worthy to be damaed ./ | 

M. Fizber hauing obſerued, that D. White had in- 
finuated, that one might be damned for holding a= 
rour in points of Faith not fundamenall;, in caſehe 
hould qynaCiuconflecce, ſaid, If it be dany» 
nableto hol 
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caſe one hold them willfully againſt his conſcience: 
& fortieri, itis damnable tohold the like errours wil- 
fully and obſtinatly , againſt the known iudgment, 


and conſcience of the Church. For as S. Bernard ſaith: perr, [erm 
Las maior ſuperbia, quam vi vnus homo indicium ſuum pra- de rofurre#, 


ferat tori Congregation? What greater pride, then that 
one man ſhould preferre bis iudgment{ or conſcience) 
before the iudgment ( and conſcience) of the whole 
Church? | 
D. Whyte ſaid, he remembred that ſentence of 5. 
Bernard: but itis not remembred that he gaueany good 
anſwere, either to thatſentence, or to the argument 
confirmed by it.Neither indeed can he giueany good - 
anſwere, in regatd it is certaine, that the iudgment 8 
conſcience of the whole Chutch (or Congregation 
of ſo many faithfull, wiſe , learned, and yertuous men, 
aſſiſted by the promiſed Spirit of truth) is incompara- 
bly more to be reſpefted , and preferred before the 
iudgment, and conſcience of any priuate man ; as ap- 
peazeth by that of Chriſt pur Sautour, who ( without 
excepting any who pretendeth to follow his con- 
ſcience; and without diſtinguiſhing the matter in 
which he pretendeth to follow it, into points funda» 


mentall, & not fundamentall) abſolutely affirmeth, Hutt, 18, 


He that willnot beare( that is , belzexe and obey) the Church, 
let bim be to thee 48 an Heathen & Publican . 

. Hence. Prote#4nes ( who preferre their priuate; Iud- 
ement ayd Conſcience before. the iudgment and 
conſcience of the Catholique Church, in interpreting 
Scriptures, or otherwiſe ) may learne, in what ſte 
they remaine, ſo long as they do thus, being by the 
Cenſure of S. Berward, extremely Proud; andin the 
indgement of $.. Auſten inſolenitl y 'madde, and by the 
ſentence of Cluiſt tumſelfe, to ”y accounted no oye 
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then Xeatbens and Publicans. 
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another part of M. Fichers paper, in whichis 


,ugne | 
Ch, that; No company of mifible Paſtoars delewermg vnchat= 
geddofrine, could be chewed mn all ages, beſydes thoſe of the 
Romane Church . 

D. Whyte denyed this to be true, and{ notwith- 
ſtanding he had' before ſaid that he could not ſhew 
any ——_— differing in dorine from the Roman. 
Church, holding in all ages all fundamental} points } 
faid, that both the Greeke Church, and the Prote- 
ſtant Church had ſuch a ſucceſſion of viſible Pa- 
ſours ; which two ſayings, how D. Whyte will xe- 
goncile, pertayneth to him to declare. 

M. Fiber replyed , and tould him that the Greeke 
Church changed, and erred in a point of Faith, to 
wit, about the -boly Ghe#. A like , or greater change he 
might, and in likel yhood would , haue tould him to 
haue bene in many points held by the Proteftane 
Church , if he had nor bin interrupted by L.K: who 
2sked, Fherher notw; me that errour of the Greeke 
Church, Ignorant men might not be ſaued? : 

M.. Fiher anſwered to L. K. his n, ſaying: 
Some ignorant men may be excuſed from acuall 
finne, in holding that errour, as, through invincible 
ignorance,one holding ſome: errour againſt-the ho 
Trinity it ſelf, may be excuſed. Yet for other aQtuall 
finnes, they might bedamned for want of meanes ne= 

for remiſſion of them. This anſwere was 

meant. by M. Feber of ſuch ignorant men, who(al- 
agh' by invincible ignorance excuſed from the 
Leme of pofiriug Infidelity , Hereſy & Sciſme) 
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wanted true ſupernaturall Faith, Hope and Charity 
out of which an ac of true Contrition ſpringeth ; os 
wanted the true, and lawtull yſe of the Sacramentof 
Pennance, & Pricſtly Ablolution;which being need- 
full coobtaine pardon of finne,may eaſily be wanting 
toſuch people as commic other finnes againſt the light 
of nature, or againſt thoſe good motions of Grace, 
which now and then Almighty God giucih to all 
fores, who conſequently. ( through this theis owne 
fault ) are not illuminated with ive ſupernaturall 
Faith, but are permitted Rill to remaine in Infidelity, 
or Hereſy , or Schiſme, orin a megane diſpoſition of 
want of all Faith, deuotion, and defire of ynion with 

God, and ſuch good men who wuly ſerue god in his ' 
true Church:of which ſort of ignozant people, it is to 
be doubted there be but to many in all Fpcially In- 
fidel, Hercticall, or Schiſmaticall) Countries. But 
hence goth not follow, neither did M. Fisber cuer 
meane to affirme, that all ignorant Grzcians, Prote-- 
Rants, or ofany other ſort of Schiſmatiques ,. Here- 
tiques , or Fnfidels are damned ;for ifon the one fide: 
this their ignorance be innuincible, ſo asto excuſe them: 
fromthe a fnne oftheir Schiſme, Hereſy, and. 
Infidelity; and on .the other ſyde, they by Almighty 
Gods ſpeciall-grace, be preſerued from other actualli 
mortall fiane, and by the ſame grace be excited cx-- 
traordinarily to. Faith, Hope , Charity, and to true 
Contrition for all ſinne , they may be ſaued : Bur: 
this being: extraordinary , no man ought ordinarily 
preſume, or rely onit, eſpecially ſo,as to negleR the. 
ordinary meanes, knowne to: be in the yaity of the: 
Catholique Roman Church: | 

. After this D: bite excepted againſt another point 
of A. Fichers paper, in which was ſayd : Tha; tbe Rowen: 
| D: 3; Church: 
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Church had ſtill held vnchanged dofirme of Fayth in all points 
&c. And tor inſtances of change made-, he obieced 
Tranſubflamiation, Images , Communion vnder one kind, $4- 
crament of pennance &s. Theſe points he flieghtly be- 
gan to'touch; bur did not( as the paper requized) name 
When, and by whomethe change was made in theſe 
points, but ſayd ; It was not needtul to ſhew theſe cir- 
cumſtances. As for example ( ſayth he ) the Pharifies 
held errour, in ſaying, that the gold of the Altar was 
more holy then the Altar, which was a change in do- 
Arine, & yet you cannot ſhew when, and by. whome 
this change was made. 
To this M. -Fisher anſwered, that although he could 
not on the ſuddaine tel} when, and by whome this 
Change was made; yet he did not doubt but that with 
ſtudy. he might find it out. And ſo indeed, he might 
haue named the Author ofthe SeR of Pharifies, who 
firſt brought in that error,and the time when that Set 
began, which is inough. For wedonot preſſe Prote- 
fants to tell the ve y, or houre in which .euery 
one of our ſuppoſed Errors were brought in , but:ts 


name the firſt Auther of any erroneous doctrine, or 
of any Set of men who were ſpecially noted for 


teaching ſuch a peculiar doArine, and about what 
yeare, or Age that Se of men, firſt began .; and 
who they were, who then noted them to teach ſuch 


doctrine, contrary to the formerly receaued m_ of: 
, y noe: 
ted, when eſpecially any ſuch notorious matters as- 


the yniuerſall Church;zas muſt be, and is viſual 


thoſe which D. White obiefted, were by any man, 
orany ſe& of men, taught contrary to the formerly 
receaued Faith of the yniuerſall church. | 
 Sith' therfore , the aforeſaid circumſtances: are 
vſually noted in otherſuch kind of Changes, and that 
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itis morally impoſſible , that fuch changes and 
ſo vniuerſally ſpread ouer the world, should be made 
etherin an inſtant, orin fuceceſſion of time, and that 
not one, or other writer would haue made mention 
of the change, and when, where, and by whome it 
was made, as they do of all other fuck matters; D. 
Wine ( who obiected ſuch great changes of doctrine 
to haue beene made in the Roman church, accuſing 
hereby greuiouſly her, which confeſſedly was once” 
the true Mother church, Yis obliged and bound, not 
only to proue this his aoxulation, by chewing the for- 
yd circumſtances, in good Authors, if he will not be 
accounted an vnnaturall and falſe calumniator of 
his true Mother-ehurch: but he muſt alſo shew ano- 
ther continually viſible church, which neuer did ad- 
mitany ſuch change in dodtrine of Faith, ifhe will 
not impiouſly deny the truth of the Propheſyes and 
Promiſes of Scripture , wherby we learne, that Hell 
gatcs shall not preuaile againſt the church : And that 
chriſt him(ſelE and his holy ſpirit will alwaies be with 
the church teaching it, and conſequently enabling it 


-to teach ys all truth, and making it the pilhr and 


ound of truth, and conſequently free from all error 
in matters of Fayth . | 

But D. White can neucr proue his accuſation by 
ſhewing out of good Authors the aforeſfayd circum- 
Rances of the change of the Roman church , in do- 
Arine of Fayth, nor can shew any other continually 
viſible church, which did not admit change in do- 
Arine' of Fayth. Let him therfore conſider , whether 
it be not better to recall his falſe vnnaturall accuſa= 
tion of his Mother the Roman church , being ſorry 
for it, with purpoſe hereafter humbly to heare, be- 
licuc, obey, andfollo wher doarine and direftion, 
£55) D 4 rathex 
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rather then to incurte, not only the foreſayd cenſure 
of men,butalſo of chriſt himſelfe, who fayth ; He thas 
will not heare the Church , let bim be to thetas an beathen & 
Publicax; that is, caſt out of the fauour of God, and all 
good men,boch in this preſeat life, and alſo, if he do 
notia time repent, in the future eternall life. 
Theſe be the chiefe points which I haue gathered 
out M, Fibers firſt Relation , which he ſhewed to D, 
Whyte with an intet that he ſhould put him in mind 
ifany thing were not remembred, or miſremembred: 
But the Doctour at thattime did not, norcould truly 
ſay,that any thing wasfalſely related; only he ſay. r. 
Thathimlſelfe did not remember a point or two, which 
both M. Fisher and M. B. did pertealy remember to 


a. a aStind ns tt @©_ «a: 


hauc bene ſo asis here related. 2. He ſayd, that fome- r 
thing more wasſayd then is related , which, M. Fzbev 0 
did not deny, but was willing to add any thing, that t 
D. Whyte could puthimin mind of, or that himſelfe ' 
ſhould after remember: and fo being put in remem- n 
brance made by D. byte, to wit , Wheteas M. Fisher 0 
ypon ſome occaſion or other, had ſayd, That although b 
4 generall Councell might erte in the premiſles, yet not in © 
the Conclulion, D.Ybyte obieted, ſaying; That inall O 
ſcieces the concluſis isno more certayne, the the Pre» | d. 
miſſes,& therfore ih the premitles in a general councell MX tt 
be fallible, the concluſion cannot be infallible. Fo © n 
which M. Fuber anſwered, ſaying ; Although in | tc 
ſciences which, depend only; vpon the light ok N» | th 
ture, the conclufioncannothemore certaine then the 7 by 


remiſles; yetin a generall councecll, aſlifted by che | dt 
Foly Ghoſt, in the finall conclufon, or definitue © cc 
ſentence, the concluſion is alwayes infallible ,, als | be 
though ſometimes the premiſles be failible. = 
And M , Figher had great s8aſon to yy” * 


_— 
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4 toany that will- duly. p nder all that is there id. of 
= the Authority ofthe Ghutch,in defini b 
; baambywherhe get Canonicalh Fo 


Gp vas Convinvics _ 
ehis manner. Indeed if to define a d pres 
were rocondluds choſams by way of diſcomaidout of 


Pandelet 2s Fg ry > 


S_ ere. in theix Concluſion - , 
tence. But- on tis oper A in de- 
fining . being a iuine Aſſiſtance , not to infere ons 
thing outofanatherby way,of eqnnoxion and con- 
ſequence, but todecreeand declare what is conforine 
tothe word of Gad,, by way; of & amthorny + binding 
the Church ſo to belicue. And this definition is Ques 
infallible, though all.che arguments. the Councel 
bringes by way of diſcourſe in ,proofe of the defini- 
tion:eyther before or after theſams ag 
demonftratius . 

Another bbietion M. Ficher hath Lnce 1 that time 
remembred (to wit)thatD. White alleaged ſomethi, 
out of 4bwlenfis in Matt. 7.19. which M.: Ticker differrel 
tomakeanſwere ynto, vac he mighrſee the. 
himſelf, hauing.had. experience. inou '« how falle y 
many Manilters cite- Authors, and how f 


| | Note-Bookes be. Now M. Fiber hath ſeene the 


booke , and finderths the words cited: by D. 2hite to 
comaynetwo partsz 0ne,ascontrary to DB. whice as.the 
other ſeemnth cantrary-ta M. Fber of chas the whole 


7 diſcourſe of 4bulenſcit tharplace, shewerh that even 


that pare which ſcemeth contrary to M.. Figher , doth» 
nothing; preiudice- X. Fichers caule;, as will appeare 


22 "Tuk" Rovavrbus 
ate opinion ) thinke one, or two Bookes tidt'to bb 
canonicall, which wedo now hold for eanonicall,is, 
fortharthe Chynch haul not then ſo-tecrely' defined 
een tobe Caridhieat?; as it Haſi deieiie abu 
wrot that pafſage*as thete are diters 6ther Bookes held 
for: Canonicall, even by Proteffeints , which haue riot 
beeneiſo eſteemed by ſome ofthe Ancient Fathers ,/in 
regatdthe churth'thad nor'then*fo-cRarely- defined 
then tb bee anonicalt as Rath ener aflos they: * 
71A third abic&tioh Was fwade"byD Mite aboht* re 
worship of Tiger which'D: White" would needs afe 
firme- to be'4an-Innoiiation , * aud 'grofie 'Error of - Papiſts: 
Whicl? M:: Bier denied; and'ſayd ,tharthe' worthip 
{ nicatimngatte fined Worlkip whicvisdue ro the Pro 
rotypon_,) is not giuen by ys to the Iniage' ſelfe- 
This obieRion D'# "THe yiged no farther the firſt 
day;bnt the next day of meeting; heyrged thoſe words 
of Bellarmine; Datur veneratio tpſt imagint; Mo Fither an- 
wered; that Bellkrmine did riot 'meane' that the ſame 
worſhip; whith was die to the Profotypon, was giuerr 
to the Image it{elfe; but an inferior degree of worſhip; 
and that alſo for the Prototypons ſake. = 
' Then D; 7hite betooke himſelfe to Suares , ſayings: 
That $#nrts did hold, that the: fame worſhip which: 
was gi wche mono ay; 5 om » wes given to the Image." | 
KM; Fidher ariſwering, fayd:You do not ynderftand'our 
Authors : For; fayd M: Fither, they that ſeeme'to giue* 
moſt; giue the leaſtto Images ; for thoſe that ſay thar 
one and the ſame. moons is gen to the Image, and” 
that which' is reprefented by it, hold the Image to be 
incapableofanypartofyworthipyand ſo rhewhole'to*- 
eto! Et carhetsyho diſtinguiſh - 
one honour to bedue to the thing, and another 
inferiorto be given 19 the Image, groe ſomething > 0p” 
| l 


SC 


Or TWE CONFERENCE. 2s 
M. Ficher explicated in the example of thereſpe& one 
beareth to the picture of his friend, which although ir 
be.not capable of that friendly reſpe&, and affection 
which by looking ypon it, he exciteth in himſelfe 
towards his friend repreſented by it ; yet is it capable 
of an inferiour degree of reſpeR, as to be ſetin a more 
worthy and eminent place &c. then it ſhould be , if 
it were the pifture of ſome other, who were not ones 
friend. 

Theſe be the chiefe Paſſages of this Conference, 
between D. White, and M. Fisher,, ſo far as hath come 
to my notice, who haue vſed ſo muchdiligence in in- 
quiring the truth of this matter, as I haue no doubt, 
but for ſubſtance I haue not omitted any thing that 
may much import, conſidering what the occafion, and 
ſubie&t of the Conference was ;to wit , that Paper 
writteh by M. Fiber , in which he proued the Roman 
Churcb , and thoſe who agree in Fayth with it, tobe 
that Company, of whome euery one muſt learne what 

is the truth, in all points and queſtions of Fayth ne- 
ceſlary to faluation : which paper not being ſubſtan- 
tially confuted,as it was not, by any thing ſayd by D. 
White, or any otherat that time or after , D./hyte is yet 
obliged to make a better anſwere, ifhe meane to giue 
ſatisfaRion either to Catholiques or Proteſtants in this 
moſt important point of a perpetually yiſible church, 
of which all ſorts muſt learne true, diuine, infallible 
Faith, neceſlary to Saluation.. 
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| The Sa. 
S& ExTL e Reader, | think. 
NYE icnccedful to let thee yn- 
'@ T > & derfland , that whereas: 
Tv the Chaplaine of a- Cer- 
SZZ/9 tayne B. fayth': ( in 
the Preface of his Anſwere to: aRela- 
tion- of what paſſed betweene the ſaid: 
B. and M. Fisher,.) That the Teſuite ſpread 
abroad. papers-of this Conference, which were 
fil of hrniatance biamy more fill of ca- 
lunny againſt che-B. thetruchis, that'the 
Zeluite did not at: all; fo much as 
5 E 3. ſpeach 


Men THe. PRaErace. « 
rexh, & pzvelleſle in papers publigh 
Sg Stetthien ofthevtheritwve Confe- 
rences , which he Had with D. Whyte, 
vncill. he was forced ynto it ,by falle 
Repotes/ gintn out about them-jro. 
priuate diſgrage,and ta the preiudice of 
the, Catholique Cauſe. Neither then 
did fic ſpread papers abtoad, but only 
deliucred-a very" few Copies IO ASeetal 
friends; and this not wittrintent to ca- 
lumniate either the'B.'or the Doctor, 
or to make the papers common , butto 
caablethis fricads > anlvere ande on 
termaund ſuch 'falſ®-Reportes , 0M 
had heard,or m__ heare. Which being 
ſo, 1 donot.{ce, how:the Chaplainecan 
free himſelf fromebefaules otp parchlicy 
and Calumny,wherof he dotti is 
the leſnite, vnles he do(by ſome other 
proofs better.then: his owane, or his:Mai- 
ters bare affirmation 9 prouc;;rhat the 
Ieſuitepreadſuch papers; $shewing alſo 
SE ns _—_— hedid'rclate: pat- 
_ tially 


4:4 j © 


Taz :Pxiract, 
tially'to-his'cauſe', and calumnlouſlys- 
gainft the B. :Iifay reltegimregard, Ida 
not avthis preſent promiſe! ro1examing 
exactly all doctrines infinuated; in the 
Icſuirs Relation, and irmpugned by: the 
Chaptaine( asncither hawing ſufficiene 
leyſure;norcommodity.ob-Bookes, res. 
quiſitc for ſuch-a worke; ) but the Rela- 
tion to:haucbene ſincere and true, free 
from partiality, more freo from calum- 
ny', I yndertake todefend; For: which 
rpoſe I'thinke beſt-to ſer downe the 
Icſuics Relation:( for the: moſt part as I 
find it inthe Chaplains printed Copie 
in greater letters, and na leſler letter: 
the Chaplains. chiefeſt cxOEmOOn ; ang. 
wy anſwerevntothems;::'- 1-4 ; 
- thinke the lefuire, himſblf for his 
owne particulecr reſpe&, could. be con» 
tent to:let pafle:this partiall and calum-, 
niousCenſurc of his:Relation, fufferitg! 
itpaticnthy.as one of the :ordinary;per-; 


| lecutions, which he,andothers at ,this! 


The E 4 day. 


. Y ? | 


"—_ . 
% ww. . 2 
> * ti 33 23, 


Trne- Pagrace” 


+ endure foc the:Catholique Faith, 


AR, To 4T- 


ne forcharpecultar order of lifc which 
he profeſierty, yader:the name of the 
Society of 1zsvs; comforting himſelf 
wich the exiple: of Chriſt his Apoltles, 
who! redoycat: chat” they were thought worthy 
10: ſuffer: Conrumely , for the name of Teſus . 
Jn this reſpect 1 fay,I ſuppeſc the Icluite 
himſclfcould be content, that nothing 
were ſaid” ed the: laines: Cenfure: 
But confidcring the” hure which may 
come to the common cauſe by his vn- 
ſt diſprace;l have thoughrir neceilary 
tro-defend the fincerity and truchs of ha 
Relation,and{ome'of the chief headsof 
docrine conteined in it, to- the intcnr 
that hereby men. may be mouecd. better 
6: truſt what he hath written hereto- 
fore, or may'write hereafter, in defence 
of the Catholique Faith'& Church; & 
leſſerruft his: ye war who without 
iſt cauſe doſo much endeauour toca- 
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M. FEishers Relation of the Confe- 


rence, betuveene a certaine B. 


-_ bimfelfe .. 


VH ” pan _ for that it was. + 
Ze) D kened charin a ſecond. 

SJ Conferecc with D.YV hire, - 
SSeae(L all the peach was. about 
particuler matters, & little ornothing 
abouta Continuall; Infallible ,:Vifthle-! 
Chutch, which was the chief and onely' 
point in Which. a certaine Lady requi- (a) Towit 
red. ſatisfaQtion- a5 hauing former jouprmes - X 
ſerled. in her mindsthat. it was 'not for jheirgrivie 
her, or other vnlearned perſons to take RIES 
ypon. them to(a) judge of particulers, —_ Sal 


without depending Font the en pou vation yp 


ofthetrue Church, "7177! ey - erm bra 


chiefly. 
\* Þ.5"; *6This'/ 
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L 42 The Relation of the 
G)TheCha This La. therefore having heard ir 


ng a graunted in the firſt Conference, that 


Word.l#f«- there muſt bea continual, viſible Com- 
inn pany cuer fince Chriſt, teaching vn- 
putin,ſom. changed dotftrine, in all points 'Funda-: 
Cn. mental[l, that is, in all poiats necellary 
M. Fiher of to Saluation, defired to heare this con- 
_—_ firmed, and proofe brought to shew 
ButI note which was that Continuall, (b) Infal- 
cps wo lible, Viſible Church, in which one _ 
. Ficher BS 6 W | -; 
hke molt may;and otit'of which one cannot, at- 
aduiſedly, rgjne Saluation. And therefore hauing 
_ i - appointed a time of mecting betwixt a 
precl E care ng | 
ofpittuall certaine B, and my ſelfe,and thereupon 
Truth: ir having: ſent for the B and mc , before -- 
ſpeaketh of the B. came,the La. & a friend of hers 
deinas *; came firſt to the roome where I was, & 
ordefired, debated before me the aforeſaid Que- 
by the La. ftfon,and not doubting of the firſt part, 
he part SY | $42 4 
on” 4 ONES it Was an infallible Church which ſhe 
ſought toxely ypanrBarwhep he ſpeaketh of what D. Why1e or ; 
L. T — , he leaueth it out , becauſe they did-nor menyon 
the word Infallible, but onely granted a viſible Chutchin all ages' 
teaching ynchanged doarive,, iq all matters neceſſary to Sal- 
nation. 


| Conference with the B 43 nd. 
co wit, Tbatthere muſt be a Continuall ;;;erh the 
Viſible Church as they had heard gra: hapre + oor 
tcd/by:D.VVhite, L'K. Fc. The Que- ($1 he did- 
ſtion was, which was that Church? The inſult:and 
La. friend wouldceds defend, that not _— "gp 
only the Romage , but alſothe Greeke modeſty to 


_ «1. T'E | vie this ex- 
Churchwas right, I told him, that the ET 


Grecke Church had plainely' changed, ay thaewnre 


LM RL a \Etrine 4 bundred 
and caught fallc ina point of doctrine rremoerr ie 
concerning the Holy Ghoſt, and that, te. 


| Thad heard fay , that cuen his Maieſty Bur - do 
Should ſay , The Greeke Church baning | 29 


Inſultation, 


erred againſt the Holy Ghoſt , had loſt the but a ſimple 
Holy Ghoſt, The La. friend not knowing *5% nar 
what to anſwere, called in the Bishop; what was: 


who ſitting dawne firſt (c)excuſed him- ow Ney- 
ſelf as one vnprouided, and not much Jeſſe Papers 
ftudicd.in Controuerſies , and defiring fy:in the: 
that in caſe he $should faile ; yet the ron 
Proteſtant Cauſe might not be thought thouſand 
ill of,it hauing a hundred better Schol. xa bims 
lers ro maintaine_it then he; To which the B. his 

1 laid £ there were'a'-thouſand berter porn - 


F2 A{chollersfore himfels 
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cDThe Chanlaloowal ſchollers then 1, ro maintaine 
Jeth , that the Ieſuite £D© Catholique cauſe. 
A wha ho. D. Thea the Queſtion about the 
ledgein this,he would Oreck Church being(d) propo- 
wring qo Thar nals, I ſaid as before, that it had 
But theſe words, of aprad. PE _ 
ringing Gextiringinhe erred. The B. ſaid, that the er 
Leſuitencuer vſeth, cus. COUT Was not ina point (c) Fur- 
his —_— Aduer- qamentatl . 

tes, & therfore net 
likely 0 have vſed ths Wherupon I was forced. to 
zo the B. butar-moſt, repeate , what I had. formerly 


that he would euince, Pole 
ocoberfingrmaraſysr broughtagainſt D. /Yhyre con- 
like. la ccrning points fundamentall , 

e) The Chaplaine ; 
nn? GR, hore. fult(f) reading the ſentence of 
remprery: bis ſpeach was, ' —_ S. AM- 
that diuers learned men, & ſome of your owne are of epinzon ( 45 the Greeks 
expreſced themſelues ) it was a queſtion not ſimply fundamentall. 

But the Ieſuite cannotremeber the B. ro haue ſaid theſe words; 
yetifhedid;, the Ieſuite did not much miſle of the chiefe point of 
the B. his meaning, which was by the diſtin&ion-of Faith funda- 
mentall and not fundamentall, to-defend'the error of theGrzcians 
not to be ſuch ( although held againit the knowen definitiue ſen» 
rence of the Church ) as doth hinder ſaluation, or exclude them 
from beingmembers of the true Church. About which ſee more 
The Ch 1 3a? 489 Conch h n "fo 5.40 Nh L 

) The Chaplains corrupt Copic hath righting , infteed. of readin 
the ſubtotal S. Auſten, The whole ſentence is ſet downe Tenge 


Fa 05 > BB 


de BY Gu” 63 A. 
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Chaplaine thus : This 6s 4 thing founded ;: An ering Diſputer is to be horns 
: | L'1q wich 


-— 
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| Conference with. the B. 45 
ithall in other queTions not diligently digeſted, not yet made firme by full aus 
authority of the Church., there errour is to be borne with . But 1t ought nat to 
goe ſo farthat it should labour tochake the foundation it ſelfe of the Church: 
S. Auguit. Ser; 14. de verbis poſt. cap. 12. 


S, Auguſtine; Fertdus eſt arſe (s) Out of this place we may 


puraror errans Gc. Oat of gather, that-all points defined 


: : | are fundamental All pornts defined 
which is (8) proucd char are (as S. Auſten ſpeaketh) made 


all pointes defined by the frme by full authority of the Chareh. 
Church are (h) fandame- But al points made firme by 
full authority of the Church are 

eall. ; fundamenrall , in ſuch ſenſe as 
Secondly , | required ro the leſuire takerth the word fan- 


2 damentall, that is (in S. Auſftens 
knowe , what points the language)ſuch as cannot be de- 


Bis hop woulde account nyed, or doubtfully diſputed 
(i) farnda- againſt, withour ſhaking the 
| | foundation of the Church. For 

denying or doubtfully diſputing againſt any one , why not againſt 
another, & another, and (o againſt all; fich all are made firme to ys 
by one and the ſame diuine revelation, ſufficiently applyed by one 
and the (ame full authority of the Church : which being weakened 
in any one,cannot be to firme inany other, 

(h)By the word Fundementall,is ynderſtood not only thoſe ' Prime 
Credibilia, or prime Principles, which do not depend ypon any for- 
mer grounds, for then all the Articles of the Creed were not(as both 
the B.and D.hbiteſay they are)fundamentall points ; but all which 
do ſo pertaine to ſupernaturall, diuine, infallible, Chriſtian faith(by 
which Faith Chriſt the only prime foundation ofthe Church,d 
dwell in our hearts,{r. Cor. 3+ rr.) 8& which Fayth is to the Chur 
the ſubſtancezbaſis, and foundation of all good things which are to 

ONE AED 7 pete /50s 097 0 OY be hoped 
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-: behopedfor, Heb. 1.) as that(they being once confirmed, or made 
firme by full authority of the Church)if they are wittingly, willingly 
and eſpecially obſtinately denyed or queſtioned, al the whole trame 
and in aſort the foundation it ſelf of all ſupernatuiall divine Chri- 
ftian Faith Is ſhaken. 
(1)The Chaplaine granteth, that there are quedam prima Credibilia, 


or (ome prime Principl?s, in the boſome whereot, all other Articles 


Iay wrapped and folded yp; So as cuery point of the Creed is not a 

rime Foundation, and therefore the B. himſelf did not ynderſtad 
the word fundamentall ſo trictly,as if that which in one reſpe is 
4 foundation, may not in another reſpect ( to wit, as included in,and 
depending vpoa more prime Principle)be accounted a ſuperſiruure. 


(4) fundametall? He faid; 


(k) If the B. :meane; that One- a [| che'ngj : 
ly thoſe points are fundamen- All the points in the (k) 


tall, which areexpreſled in the Creed were ſuch. 


Creed of the Apoſtles; Imer- J] asked, how then it 
uayle how he can afterwards 


account Scriptures , wherof no happened that M. Rogers 
expreſſe mention ismadein the ſayth, that the English 


Creed, to be the foundation of | . | 

their Faith, But if he meane, Church 15 not yet refol- 
that = _ thoſe are _ ved what is the right ſenſe 
mentall which are exprefled, . 
butalſo all thar & infelded in ©. PE Article of Chr1it bys 
the Articles of the Creed; Then deſcending 
not Scriptures oxely, but ſome ar leaſt of Church-Traditions ynwritten 
may be accountedfundamentall,to wit,all thoſe thatare inwrapped 
;In theſe two Articles , I belfeue in the holy Ghoft, The holy Caibolique 
Church: as all theſe are, which being firſt renealed by the holy Ghoſt 
'vnto the Apoſtles, haue byn by ſucceſſive Tradition of the Church 
' (aſliſted by the ame holy Ghoſt) delivered ynto vs;ong of mR_ 
: Tia 


Coaference wth the B, _ 47 
That the Bookes of Scriptures themſelues be dzuine, and infallible in exery part: 
which is a foundation ſo neceflary , as if it be doubrfully queſtioned, 
all the Faith built ypon Scripture falleth to the ground. And there- 
fore I meruayle how the B. can fay, ashe doth afterwards in the Re- 
lation, That Scriptures Onely , and not any ynwritten Tradition, was the foun- 
dation of their Fatth . 


deſcending into Hell ? The 

oy p F Ea. R (1) The reaſon why the Icluite 
- layad, tat COTS. OZer's did ſpecially vrge M. Rogers 
was but a priuate man. 2ooks, agpts ci var: both 
. a, fer out by publique authority, 

But ( aid l, ) if () M. Ro and beareth the Title Of the Ca- 
gers, Writing as he did by tholique dokrine of the Church of 
G ublique authority be ac- £ulnd, Our private Authors 
= are not allowed( for ought I 

ounted onely 4 Fey know ) in ſac! a like ſort, to 


man. in what Booke may :ake vpon them to expreſle our 
& \ Cath. doctrine. in any matter 


YC fiad clic (m) Proteſti £S ſubiedt ta queſtion . 
T blique DoRrines? F (m) By gr Foe ra 
| «owe I | ocrine in this place, the Ie 
The B.anſwered; That Frag Camgpang > ap not. 20611 
o the Booke of Articles che B. to meane , onely of En- 
| | "I ; » glich Proteſtants;for.the words . 
#) they were all ſworne: 85. hr ans pra 
and'only of the English Church, do li- 
] | mit the generall word, Prote- 
Lints, tothis limited ſenſe} © © + 2M hk 
(»)Fhis Anſwer hath reference to that ſenſe which the queſtion 
2d: of @nely English Projeftentes., and not of all Engliſh Proteſtants, 
but of ſuchas the B. and others.are , who by office are teachers of 
Iroteſtant dodcine, who do either ſweare to the booke of Articles, 
dr by ſubſcribing oblige themſelues to teach that, and no contrary. 


-— _— _ — 
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doctrine. But if the Chaplain ( to diſcredit the Reſation ) will needs 
inforcea largerexrent ot the ſenſe, contrary tothe meaning of him 
that made the anſwere, and him that asked the Queſtion, who vn- 
deritood one anotherin that ſenſe which I haue declared; he muſt 
know, that although none do {weate'or ſubſcribe beſides the En- 
Slith clergy tothe Book of Articles , yet all who wilbe accounted 
members of, or to haue communion with one and the ſame Engliſh 
Proteſtant church, are bound eyther to hold all thoſe Articles, ot at 
teaft not to hold contrary to any one of them, in regard the Engliſh 
Proteſtant church doth exclude every one from their church by 
Excommunication '#pſo fatto,as appeareth-in their book of Canons, 
Can. 5. Who Shall hold any thing comrary to any part of the ſaid Articles . 

So as, in this reſpe&t I do not ſee, why any one who pretenceth 
to be of one and the ſame Proteſtant communion with the church 
of England,can be ſayd not to be obliged to hold one, and the ſame 
dodrine which is in'the book of Articles, not onely as the chaplaine 
ſayth, :n chiefeſt dotrines ( which like a Cheuete)] point may be en- 
larged to more by thoſe who agree in more, and ſtraitned ro fewer 
by thoſe who agree in fewer points) but abſolutly in all points;and 
not to hold contrary to any one, or any the leaſt part of any ohe o 
them, Sucha ſhrew(as . it ſeemes)is the church of Evgland beconfe 
(110 lefle chen the chaplaine faith, the church of Rome.tohaue bene) 
in denying her bleſſing, anddenouncing Anathema againſt all that 
diſſe ( although molt peaceably ) in ſome particulers, remote 
inough from'the foundation, im the Judgment of the, purer ſort, 
both of f6rraine and home-bred Proteſtants. Fs 

o). The Chaplaine ſaith, The _ : 

_ of Eopland na, and the ( 0) Scriptures ON- 
ofitiie Artacles; ypon Seriptme G6. lv notany.vaWwritte T ra- 

= mon if. them(ſclues in their p St = Y ela Ira 
owne . cauſe may. be admitted QIUIOft Was thetoungdation 
fox competent Iudges; in which. gf their Fayth., 
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ofeuery point belieued by Faith. I hope the Chaplaine( who is ſo 
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fay,that heegroundeth hispoſfitine Articles ypon ſcriptures ; and his 
Negatiue retute not only our Catholique , but alſo Protettant do- 
Arines. As for example , Bapttzzng of Infants, vpon this Negatiue 
ground,zt not expreſſely ( at lealteuidently ) fj Sew n Scriptnres, wor di- 
reltly ( at leaſt no: demonſtratiuely ) concladed ont of is . In which caſe 
I would gladly know, what the Chaplaine would anſwere, to de- 
fend this doctrine to be a point of Faith, neceſſary ( for the ſaluation 
of poore Infants) neceſitt«te medij, as all Catholique Deuines hold?l 
anfwere with S. Auſten, Aug. l.1.contrs Creſccc. ; 1.. Serifpturarutm a iobss 
tenetur veritas, clin id facimus quod yninerſe placet Ecclefie', quam earundens 
ſcripturarum commendat authoritas: We hold the verity of Scriptures, 

When wedo that which pleaſeth the whole-Church, which the aus 
thority of the ſame ſcriptures doth commend. But what anſwers 
the chaplaine can make, I cannot eafily guefle, ynles with vs he ac- 
knowledg authority of Ehurch+rradition to be neceſlary in this caſes 


i ebnd / v324 1-20 
Tasked,how(p)he knew (p) The Ieſuitedid not aske this 
Scripture-to be Scripture, _—— —_— of the _ 
ie OFL...M 22.6 Rp fc wine authonty of Scripture, bug. 
and"1n þarricu ler Genefs, to make itſeene, that Heide ſcrs 
OO "Og * : hcſc are bc- — —— _ the 
1euled Co be ICripture t CY. FOUNGATION OT FAN, LNCre; 
Ee 7 Sirdided 2; 6&f Z WF —_—_— admitted ſome  other* 
So pong UN yi, 67 foundation; to'wit , Vawriiten' 
placeof Sctipture ,/ "The Tradition;and this of infallible 


ESRC TE ' ny:  authority,to allure vs infallibly. - 
B aid, Thacthe Bookes that thels Bookes —_—_— 
of " SCFIPtUre are_ princl-' which-to be diuine is one point 
WoL HED YO 0 Y GHG infallibly believed by diving 

H HO, P!c Faith , and yet.cannot be-infale' 
libly proned out of Onely Scriptyre; therefore -Qnely Scripture cah<.. 
not bei fayd( asthe B. ſaid)to bethe Onely foundation of Fayth, or 


carefull 
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carefull toattoyd all ſaſpirion of being familiar with impiety, as he 
would haue no queſtion. moued aby9ut this point ypon any termes 
or pretence) will not be ſo impious as toſay, That to belieuc theſe 
bookesco be diuine [criprure,is not a point of diuine Faith, or that 
this point ( being {o important as it is, to be molt firmely belicued) is 
belieued by dittine Faich, without any ground or foundation;or Wi- 


thout a ſufficiet infallible, &diuine foundatio of Gods word, written 
or vn Written. Sith therfore this isa point of Faith, & hath a founda» 
tion, yea an infallible foundation ; it 1s not againſt either art , or 
equity , or piety ( for confutation of Error, and confirmation of 
Truth ) to enquire what particuler foundation of Gods word, writ- | 
ten. or ynWritten, doth aſſure vs 1nfallibly, that theſe particuler 

| i by chri- 
ſian -Fayth. Neyther need any be troubled, or endangered by this 
queſtion, but ſuch ag not finding any ſufficient foundation in gods 
yord written, do pertinaciouſly reſolue, nat to. belieue any thing to 
be Gods wotd which isnot written. T hoſe that belieue that there is 
a word of God, pattly written and partly yawritte,.q according to 
that of $: Paul( 2. The. 2. ) Hold the Traditions whether by our word or © 
Epiſtle ) da eaſily, without too much turning.in a wheele;, orcircle, © 
anſwere thequeſtion. See the Reply to M. Yotton & M. White in 3 
the Introduction: (- of which meation is made in the Relation,) Z 
where this, and 'diuers other important matters pertayning tothe 


bookes containe the ſole, and whole truth of God, belieue 
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were Was not good ; and in —_— m_ he bee” ſo 
. | radely writen. Alttonugh a Pre- 
that. no other Anſwere cpa in faith need jor {0 
could be made but by ad- clecrly knowne wy Fro 
ac Fur #4] þ 2 ſcience; yet there muſt be 
micteing ſome Wor d | of this proportion , that as primuns 
God yawritten, to allure hes pry the firſt thing .fore- 
; : ownein a ſcience , muſt be 
Ys of this POS s primd cognicum, firſt knowne, 8: 
From muſt not necd another thing 
rtayning tothaticience to be privis cognitum, knowne beforeit: So 
uf in Faith, the Scriptures be the firſt and only foundation , and 
conſequently the ar thing knowne, primim precognitum , it muſt be" 
in Faith primo cognitam, ficit knowne , and mult not need any other 
thing pertayning to Faith tobe prids cognitum , knowne before it; & 
ſo Church-Tradition,!which is one thing pertayning to Fayth, 
could not (as the Chaplain faith it is, and as indeed it 5) be knowne 
firſt, and bean IntroduRion to the knowledge of Scripture. Moreo- 
uer like as ſciences which ſuppoſe a principle proued ina higher 
ſcience , cannot hauecertainty of that principle , but either by ha» 
uing ſeene that principle eutdently proued by other principles bor- 


rowed of that higher ſcience, or by gluing credit to ſome that haue . 


ſcene, or haue by ſacceſſion receiued it from others that haueſeene it 
euidently ſo proued: So Faith cannot haue certainty of her firſt prin- 
ciples, but either. by fecing proof fromthe knowledg of the Bleſſed, 
which ordinarily na mi now feeth, or by giving credit immediatly 
to ſome who haue ſcene, as:o Chriſt who cleerly ſaw, or to the 
Apoſtles to whom clecre rcuelation (I fay cleere tn attefante ) was 
made; or by giuing credit to others who by ſuccefſion haue had it 
from the firkt ſeers. In which latt caſe the certainty of thefe princt 
ples can be no greater then is the authority of that ſucceſſion. If it bs 
meerely humane and fallible, the ſcience and Faith is humane and 
fallible.Neither can etther ſcience or Faith be diuine and infallible, 
rnleſſe the authoricy of. that ſucceſſion be at leaſt in ſomy ſort di- 
. | G 3 


Kinggud infallible, IÞ6 


The Relation of the: - 
The chaplain therefore, whn( as it ſeemerth ) will not adm 
Ehurch- Tradition to be inany ſort divine and infallible, while it 
doth introduce the beliefe of icriptures to be divine” bookes, cannot 
fuficiently defend the Faith introduced | of that poiut' to be infal- 
ible, vnles he admit an infallible impulſion of ,the priuare ſpirit ex 
parte ſubiet;,, without any infallible ſufficiently applied" reaſon ex 
parte obieti, which he ſeemeth not , nor hath' reaſon io doe«t for this 
were to open thegapto Enthuſfiaſms of all vpltart Anabapriſts, and 
would take jaway. due proportion of Obie and Subic@,and the 
{weet order of things which. diuineprouidence hath appointed..It 
may be, that if he would butconfider the Fradition otthe' Church; 
not onlyas of a Company of fallibls men,in with fort the autho- 
zicy of it is but humaineand fallible,butalſo as it is the Tradition of 
a Company;which ( by it ownelight) theweth. it ſelfto be aflifted 
by Chriſt and his boly Spirit, farre more cleerely. then Scriprute(b 

it owne light) doth ſhew it ſelte to be: the infallible word: of God, 
he would tind no difficulty in that reſpeR to account the autho- 


rity of Church- Tradition to be infallible, and conſequently not ' 


only able to bean Introduction, but alfo an infallible motive reaſon 
orat leaſt condition ex Parte 6b1edz, to make both irſelf, and the 
bookes of Scripture appeare (infallibly, though nay} to our 
ſoulediſpoſed and illuminated by Gods ſpirit, to haue in them di- 
uine and infallible authority,and to be worthy of divincand infal- 
lible credit, ſufficient to breed in vs diuine andiinfallible Fayth. ' 
Neither do I ſce why the Chaplain may not conſider the Tra-' 
dition of the preſent Church theſe two waies ,as well as the preſent” 
ſcriptures printed and approued by men of this age, Forif the ſcri-' 
ptures printed and approued by men of this ape muſt be conſide- 
red, not onely as printed orapproued by men, in regard the credit 
giuen to them. thus conlidered can be no more then humane, but 


alſo as printed,and by authority of men aſliſted by Gods ſpiritap-' 


Pe to be true Copies of that which was firſt written by the Ho= 
y Ghoſts Pen-men, before we can giue infallible credit vnto themg- 


» » 
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I ſe no xeaſon, why the like twofold conſideration of the Tradi-" 
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; VS,& deſiring to heare,(r) it is falſe; that it was asked: in. this 


Conference with the B. 
tion. .of the preſent-ehurch,may not beadmitred, eſpecially when as 
the promiſe of Chriſt and hjs' holy :Spiritscontinyall preſence and 
aſſiltance( Luc. 10. 16. Math. 2.8. 19. 20; 194n. 14. 16, ) Was made 
no leſſe ( but rather more) expreſlly tothe Apoſtles and their ſuc» 
celſours;the lawtully-ſent Paſtoursand DoRours of the Church in 
all ages,.in theirteaching by word of mouth ; then in writing, or 
xeading, or printing, erapprouing copies of what was formerly 
written by the Apottles, Pap <7 

Perhaps the Chaplaine will aske mee, how I know that any 
church or company of men. of this age, or any age ſince the Apo» 
{tles, haue promiſe of chriſt and his holy. ſpirits affiftance ?I anſwer 
that I know itboth by Tradition and Scripture(-confidered inthe 
rwofold manner aforeſaid) both which without any vitiaus circle, 
mutually confirme the authority of ech other (as a Kings Embaſs 
fGdors word of mouth,and his Kings letter beare mutuall witneſle 
of 'ech: other) ;; And I: do pat want other both .outward and in> 
ward arguments or motiues of Credibility, which are ſuffioicpt.ne 
only to confirme the Fayth. of belieuers, butalſo to.perfwade well 
diſpoſed Infidel]s, that both the one and the other were ſent from 
God,and thatone isthe infallible word of God, ſpeaking in and by 
his.Legats, the lawfully-ſent.preachers,of the, Chuzch ; The other; - 
the infallible wotd of God ſpeaking, in;agd by: his lettgrs. the holy 
ſcriptures, which he bath appointed his ſaid legats;to deliuer and 
expound vynto-vs , and which. amang other thingy do, wanant- 
that we may heare and gjuecreditto theſe: pubs. Chriſt, as ta 
Chriſt. the. King himſelf, "Qt cla gay boon eb es ons 
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true,thasthis queftion was. a5ked , bp 

whether the .:B: ould forme, "ro exforee. 1, apfen 

EPL þ tiatthe Teluite doth notiayt 

granm the Roman Chur ch'\c La: asked this queliioa nt 

++, tO DE: this,or any other preciſe forme: 
=... of words, 
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of words, but onely faith, he was deſirous to heare, whether the B. 
"would grauntthe Roman Charch to bethe Right Church: which 
- ro have den her defiie the Teſuit is ſare, as hauing particulerly ſpoken 
with her before, and withed her to inſiſt ypon this point. 
' Secondly , he 'is ſure; that ſhe did not propound thequeſtion 
m that preciſe forme infinnated byrhe Chaplayne, vz. whetherthe 
Romane Church be a trite: Church ; as if ſhe meant to 'be ſatisfied 
With hearing the B.ſay, that the Rom. chutrchisa true church, and 
the Greek church another, and the Proteſtant another. This, I ſay, 
could notbe her Queſtion, for that ſhe was perſuaded that all theſe 
were not trueand right, and tharthere- was but One Holy Catho- 
lique church; and herdefire was to heare, whether the B. would 
raunt the Rom.church, { not only that Which is inthe Citty or 
toceſle of Rome, but all that agreed with it) to be it? 
- Thirdly, what preciſe forme of words the La. did yſe, the Teſuite 
did notremember perfectly, and therefore did not aduenrure to'ſer 
downe;butby theB. his Anſwer which he perfealy remenbred, & 
fo ſet downe in theſe words (It was )he thinketh that her queſtion 
Was, whether the Roman church was not the right church ? ( yz. 
@nce,or in tyme paſt, before Luther and others made a breach from 
it?) To which queſtion ſo'vttered, or ſo vnderſtood (as it ſeemes 
by the Anſwere, and the enſuing diſcourſe made by the B. it was 
ynderftood ) the B. might traely(8& certainly did) anſwere,as is te- 
lated(to wit Jnor, Iris ; but, It was: V2.once, or in ty me paſt the right 
Churchfor ſo the Chaplaine doth heere -confeile pag. 37. The time 
845 Orc. that you and we were all of onebelef. Oat of which anſwere ir; 
may be the B. ſuſpeRed that the La. would inferre: If once it were 
he right, what hidereth' itnow to be? fith itdid not depart from 
the Proteſtant Church, but the Proteſt, Church departed from it. 
And therefore(as in the Tuxt) he was willing to graunt, that the 
Protgſtants madea Rent gr diviſion from it $6 © ſt 


(> (5) The 
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| joht Church ? (OThe Chaplaine( haning told 
to be the right Church kareke &. could be bartily 


'The B. graunted, That it angry, )ſaith:The B.-never ſaid nor 


was.Further he(s)granted, thought; nn borer croatus 
» Tent. INecCau{eoſ TNeſ(C ments y ars 
that Proteſtants made a ec. lanſwere,thar theTeſuiteis 
Rent or Diuifion from it. ſure, that whatſoeuer the B. 
Moreouer he ſaid, he though (abich maybe war 
would ingenuoully '!ac- to wit; that ws had fincn cauſe 
ar Corrmn, to the Proteſtants todo as the 
knowledge, chat Corru did;)yet he did lay (eltherjſtim 
ption of maners was not a or equipollentibus verbis) iuſt as is 
ſufficient Cauſe to iuſtific Ne tn Ge lbs hls Ihe. 
.7 ora reds rar YET memory take ſpe- 
their dep arting from it. ciallnorice of this paſſage,in re- 
But( ſaid he ) beſides gard it eoppinad”s _ im- 
Corruption of manners, P2yjant Point, Wien velng thr 
| 5 gedbyhim inthe firſt Confe- 
there were: Errours-in do- rence againft D: ?hice in thefe 
Arine, which whe the Ge- Worls/I7 66700 mae<ſtiſme 
| an ” fromys: 08 you perſecute ys? 
nerall Church _ =o the: Docour an 5 er Fract> = 
reforme, it was lawfull for of the ſchiſne without denying: 
articuler.chutches to re- ** pave benmade by them, of 
P | CUE” hying thecauſe to vs, and ohly 
forme themſelues . anſwered to the other, ſaying, 
7 Ik CE 
| gron. The Teſuite therefore,1 ſay, 
did,as he had reaſon, take ſpeciall notice in freſh memory, andis.ſure 
he related at leaſt in ſenſe, mſt as was vttered by the BY » Ke 
And I aske the Chaplain, whatreafon the B:had'to ciſconrſefo 
long as he did,endeauoring to ſhew what reafon Proteftants had to 
make that rent or diaifion; or (if he Iikenottheſe: words) that diſ/eſ=- 
ſ4n,(to-vie Caluins phraſe) or departure; not only from the churctr 
OT | ot Rome, 


. 
f 


.lang.Au nd King | 
"the whole Congregation of all chriſtian c 


5 _... .. *' ThiRelanon of oe”, 
of Rome, but alſo ( as Caluas,lib. Epiſt.ep. 141.)confeſfeth, 4 roty mundo, 


_ from the whole world; it he had not ( as the leſuite related) conteſſed 


that Proteltants, being once members of the Roman Church, lepa- 


' rated themlclues from it,as the World knowes they did, when they 


got the.name el Protettants, tor proteſting againſt it. Now for the 
Chaplains aſcribing the Cauſe of the {chiſmeto vs, in that by excom- 
munication we thruit them from vs ; he muſt remember, that. befo. g 
this, they had diuided themſclues by obſtinate holding and'teaching 


'. opinions contraty to the Roman Fayth,and:pradtiſe ot the Church, 
which in. Bernards iudgmeat ( ſerm. de.reſur.') is moſt great pride. 


Que maior ſuperbia &'s. What greater pride, then that one man ( Luther 
for Fa gn Ba ſhould prefer his Iudgment, not only before a thou- 
ens,and Cyprians,and King in chute ; but before 

l 


—_ = 


pf atches in" the world? 
which in S. Aaſten, his Ludgmeat is mbit inſolerit madnes, for; contra 
1d d:ſputare &c. to diſpute againſt that which the vniuerſall church 
doth practiſe, is, aith 7. iefe molt inlblene madnes . 
What then?ls it, pat,onely by way of doubtfull 'diſputation, bu 


by ſolemne and PAplick & protoſtatiqp,tocondemne the generall 
practiſe of the church 


as ſuperſtitious, and the doctrine as erroneous 
in Fayth, yea as herecicall andeuen Antichriftian'? All this conſides 
red, the B. hath no cauſe 20, be hertaly angry,either with the lefuite for 
relating, or with himſelf tor granting Proteſtants to, haue. made. a 
rent ordiuiſion from the Rom. chart - but might witha lafe con- 
ſcicnoe yer further grant, as once did (was it norHe?) roan-Honos 


rable perſon, That it was ill done. of thoſe, who did firit make the ſoparation. 


Which 15 moſt true, both in regard there can be no iult caule to make 
a ſchiſme and diuifion. from the whole. Church { for the whole 
Church cannot vaiuerlally erxe'in docttine of Fayth, and other uſt 
Cauſe there is none) andallo for thatthoſfe who firlt made the ſepa- 
ration ( Luther and his Afociates.) gaue the ficlt cauſe in maniner a- 
foreſayd to the Rom. church toexcommunicate them, as by our Sa- 
uiours warrant ſhe might, when. they would not heare the:church; 
which did both at fiſt ({ke.to recall them fra their poueliropia 


nions, 


£ 
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did this appeareto be fo 
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nions, and after their breach did permit, yea inuite them publikely 
with ſafe conduR to Rometo a Generall Councell, and freely to 
ſpeake what they could for themſelnes. And I make no doubr, { \o 
Gree che Rom. Church from being cauſe of continuance of the 
ſchiſmes, or hinderance of Re-union ) that it would 'yet(it any 
hope may be giuen that Proteſtantes will ſincerely ſeeke nothing 
bur trath and peace) giuethem a free hearing, with moſt ample & 
fafe condutt which is more then ever we Engliſh catholiques 
could obrayne,alcthough we haue made offers diuers times to come 
to publique Diſpute, firſt in Queene Elzzabeth her dayes, andalfoin 
his Maieſties thatnow is;only requiring the Princes word for our 
ſafe:y and equality of Conditions of thediſpute. 'Vnito which offer 
our Aduerſaries neuerdid, noreuer will giue good Anſwere : As 
one ſaith, Honeftum reſponſum nullam dabuntpreter vnum.quod numquans 
dabunt ; Regina ( Rex) ſpondet, Aduola. Camp. mate Acad. reds © 


I-{t)asked ; Qup Indice, (t) This queſtion the. Tefuite 
2 made chiefly againſt thar part 
; , - of the B. his laſt ſpeach, in 
W hich queſtion I asked, which he ſaid, There wereer- 
AS not chinking it equity rours m dof ine : for if the B. 

bar Þ t ny Their can { as the Ieſuite vnder- 
rnat rroterrants 1n "TNEIT gs him tomeane) that there 


owne Cauſe should be Ac- roos wining oe — of 
: ayth in the Genera utch, 
cuſers , Wirneſles 9 and neuer did any lawfull & come 
Judges: of the Romine petent Indge ſo cenſure, nei- 
ther canit ſo be. No poweritnt 
- Earth or Hell it felf can ſo far 
I alſo reuayle againſt the Generall 
Church of Chiiſt, buile ypon a Rock, as to make it, or the paſtours 
thereof erre generally in any ane point of diuine truth. Chriſts pro- 
miles ſtand ( Matth, 16. & 28. Inc. 22. 1049. 14 & 16.) and will 
neuer permit this, no notin AER": dayes. Particulex Paſtors ” 
an 


- —* 
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and Churches may fall into Hereſy or Apoſtaſy, but the whole 


Church cannot. It may ſomeryme not expreſly teach, or know all 
diuine truthes, which afterwards it may learne by ſtudy of Scriptu- 
. resand otherwayes; but it neuer did, nor can vniuerſally;by irsfull 
authorityteach any thing to be diuine truth, which is not; and much 
leſſe, any thing to be a marter of Fayth which is contrary to diuine 
' truth, either expreſſed, or inuolued in Scriptures rightly ynderſtood. 
So as no reformation of Fayth can be needfull in the Generall 
. Church, but only in particuler Churches ;in which caſe alſo when 
the needs onely queſtionable, patticuler Paſtours or Churches muſt 
not take. ypon them to iudge, and condemne others of ercourin 


Fayth, but as $. Irenaus intimateth, maſt haue recourſe to that Church 


Which hath more powerfull Principality, the Church of Rome, and 
to her Biſhop being Cheife Paſtour of the whole Church, as being 
Succeſſour to S. Peter.: To whom Chriſt promated the Keyes, 
( Matth. 16.) For whom Chriſt PR thathis Fayth might not 
faile: (Luc. 22.) and whom he charged to confirme his brethrens 
andto feed ant gonernethe whats flock, lambes and 'theep ( 104n; 
21.) people and Paſtours, ſubicRs and ſuperiours ; which he ſhall 
netertefule to do'in ſuch ſort,as that this negleR ſhalbea juſt Cauſe 
for any particuler manor Church to makea ſchiſm? or ſeparation 
of himſelfand others, from the whole'Generall Church, vader pre- 
tence of Reformation either of manners, or of Fayth. Tor 
Proteſtaats therefore didill in firſt deuiding themſclues from the 
Generall Church, and doſtilliH in continuing deuided from it. 
Neither can thoſe Proteſtants be excuſed from-intolerable pride & 
inſolent madnes, who preſume to bs Accuſers, Witneſſes, Iudges, 8 
Executioners of the ſentence pronounced by themſetues againſt che 
Church in Generall,and againſt the pcincipaltand Mother Church, 
and the B. of Rome, whichis, and'oughtto be their [udge in this 


caſe. For although it be againſt equity that Subie&s and Children 


ſhould be accuſers, witnelles, indges and executioners againſt their 
Prince and Mother in any caſe;yetit is not abſurd chat jn ſome caſe 
the Prince or Mother may accule, witneffe, iudge, and{ifneed be) 
| EXecuts 
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ita: 2 if 
execute Iuſtice againſt vniuſt or zebelliqus ſubies, ofeuill chil- 


dren. Es 77h ; EEE 912701. 
J alſo asked;Who ought ge ey on the Que-: - 
FEES KEY. ? ion is about the Generall 
y in0ge _ et wy Fayth of thechurch, themat- 
3. fayd.:. .(#) A-Gencrall trmay be made moſt fixme, if 
Councell. te wot penn nes ior __ 
= PEER ._ .cellw full authority, of 

I told him;thac a Gene- her cheit Paſteur, and. aH xray 


W 


rall Councell ( to wit of Paſtours { whame all prople 
mult obey (Rom. 13: Hebr. 13s) 


Trent)had already iudpged, Jn. A ES 


not the. Roman Church,, for diuine truth; by Fiſum eft 


-P ' to fpiritut ſantto- & nabjs ( 46. 15. 
but the F Proteſtant 2 oo po by adding Anatbews 98 
hold fichas refit this Truth, For if 
this be not firme and infallible, what can be ſo firme-and well foun= 

ded in the church, which ynder pretext of ſeeming euidet Scripture 
or demonſtration, may ;not be ſhaken, and calledin queſtion an 
erring diſputer ? For it all Paſtows being gathered togeather inthe 
name of chriſt , praying vuaninuter for the promiſed Aſſiſtance of 
the Holy Ghoſt, making great and diligent ſcarch and examination 
of the Scriptures,and other grounds of Fayth, and hearing ech Pas 
ſour declare what hath þcen the ancient Tradition of his church, 
ſhall in fine conclude and decree. in manner aforeſaid, what is to 
be held for diuine truth: If ( I ſay the. Councell in this decrea may 
erre,and may be controlled by euery particuler , or any particuler 
vnlearned, or learned man, or 'chutrch, pretending cuident: text of 
Scripture or cleere demonſtration ( ſupple, Teſte & Iudice ſeipſis ; )what 
cantemaine firme orcertaine ypon Earth, which may not by alike 
pretgnce be c6trolled, or at leali{by-one or other)called in queſtion? 
A Generall councell therefore being lawtullycalled , continued 
aiid:confirmed,is doubtles a' moſt competent iudge of all contro- 
uerſies of Faytl. But what is to be done, when a Genezall councell 
2 . cannot 
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cannotbe called, as many times it cannot by reaſon of manifold im2 
[ane Wrong if being called, all will not be of one mind; ( As among 
roteltants and others, who admit no Infallible meanes , rule, or 
tudge beſide Onely Scripture, which ech man will mrterprere as ſees 
meth belt to his ſeuerall private ludgment or ſpirit, it 1s ſcarſe to be 
hoped that all, or the maiot part will ever ſo agree, as to remaine 
conſtant in oneand the ſame mind : ) Hath chrilt our Lord in this 
caſe prouided no meanes, norule,no iudge, which may infallibty 


detetmineand end Contronerſyes, & procure vnity and certainty of 


belicf being ſo neceſſary forthe honor of God, and the good of his 
church?Mait people for want of ſuch a iudge , rule or meanes, con- 
tinue not only moneths and ycares,but whole Ages in' yncertainty 


and difiunity of Fayth, and i perpetuall Iarres about cuen maine - 
matters of diuine truth ? There is no earthly Kingdome that( in 
Cale matters cannot be. compoſed by Parlament,, which cannothe: 


called ypon all occaſions, ind ac all cymes)harh-not beſide the law=- 
bookes, ſome lining Magiſtrates and iudges, and aboue all one vi- 
fible King, the higheſt Magiſtrate and Ludge , who hath authority 
ſafficient co end Controuerſies, and. procure peace and vnity ,and 
certainty of Iudgments,about all temporall affayres: And thall we 
thinke that chrittthe wiſeſt- King hath prouided.: in bis kingdome; 
which is the church, onely the Law-bookes ef Holy Scriptures, 
and no liuing viſible Magiftrats and ludges, and aboue all- Onecheife 
Magifrate,and iudge, ſoaſliſted with his ſpirit and prouidence, as 


may ſuffice to end controuerſies, and-breed ynity and certainty of 


- Fayth, which.neuercan be while: euery man may interprete Holy 
Scripture, the Law-booke as he liſt ? 


(z) The. chaplain faith, thatebe B.ſad ho[d' Errour . That 


not only ſo-, but that it was no Generall ©- - 1, - 
Councell. I anſwere, that if the B; ſaid laid the B. was not 


fo, it was onely for want of memory @ ( x) lawfull Couns : 

that: the Ieſuice did notrelate it ſo: cell So,.fayd 1 4 

for che Exceptions which the B. did or a hs | 
| can. | * 
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en make againft the lawfulneſſe or generallnefſe of the Councell 


of Trent, may be made by 4rriays againſt the councell' of Nice. Ir is 
notneceſary to the lawfulnefſe and generallneſſe of a. Councelk 
that all Biſhops of the world beactually.preſent, and aually fub- 
ſcribe or yield affent;butthat ſuch promulgation be made as, Is mo= 
zally ſufficient to giue notice that ſuch a Councell is called,and.that 
all may come if they will,andhat a competent number, ar leaſt the 
maior part, of choſe which be preſent,yield aifent to the decree. 


(p)the Arrians ſay of (y\} As Proteſtants do thinke that the 


Joe. ; councchl of Trent 1$ NOt lawfull , for 
the Coiicell of Nice. hauing ( in their [udgment ) departed 


The B would not fomcihelerter & ſenſe of Scripture: ſo-/ 
admit the cxſe to be did the 4rians thinke of the councelhof 
kk ; q k Nice. Andas Proteſtants do iuſtifie that 
ike, pretending that (ne wereſent fromthe Pope to Tree, 
the Po pe ma de Bi- me _— me was Preſident: So 
RR. oubtleſſe did the 4rizns miſlike, that 
Shops of (z)purp olc at Nice the Pope had Legats, who did 
for his ſide: bur this carry his _— and one of them in 
CD his place fare as Preſident .. 

the B, P roucd nor. [z)The Chaplain ſaith, thar the B. did 
In no. ſay, that the Pope made Bishops of pur- 


, ſee. I anſwere,thatthe ſceſuite doth not ſay that the B. expreſſly 


id io; but that (by infinuation) he did-pretend ſo miich, which in 
eff: the chaplaine ſeemeth tograunt,when he ſaith (pag. 40.) the 
B.ſaid, the Pope made himſelf a ftrag parie tnir. Foralthough'theſe words 
may be taken in-another* ſenſe , yer they may alſo be rakery in that 
ſenſe.which the leſuire { by the cireumſlances of theB. his ſpeach) 
did then vaderſtand,and expreſle in his Relation : for. that a great 
number of Italian Biſhops, which the-Chaplain ſaith-the B. alled- 
ged av a proof,may very I , that the B.coceiued the Pope' 
to haue made more Italian Biſhops then: of other Countryes; of pur- 
poſe to haue altrong fattion, But this proof was ſo weake.,.as-the 

H '3 leſuirg 
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Tefuite might well ſay, ic was no proofe, nor worthy of anſwere;, 
br of looking tato the bookforit ; ic being only aſutmiſe of Aduer- 
Ari2f,/)who are apt tb interprete' euery thing to the worſt. 1talidn 
Whops*might be more , as being neerer, (as in Greeke Councells 
crore Grecians were preſent) without any factious Combination 
with che Pope, inany other fortthen all the Cath. Biſhops inthe 
world, who areas much yaned with the Pope for matters of Fayth, 
definedinthe Cotincell; aSany Halter Biihop: ONT 
Neither can the B. proue, that any Catholique French , or.Spa- 
nith, or. df any other Country, or the ſchiſmaticall Greekes did agree; 
with Proteltants in thoſe points which were defined ia the Cpup< 
cell, eſpecially.after it-was confirmed by the Pope. Forthey ffs), 
Grecians, did, &doiat this day'vnanimoully oppoſe Proteſtits,as ap- 
peateth by the Cenfure-of Hicremzas the Grecian Pattiarch. So as if. 
ſach a fiee Councellas the B.and others withed, were gathered out 
of Eaſt and Weſt, Proteſtants (doubtles) Would be condemned for 
Heretiques, and their negatiue refutes and denialls of ancient Arti=- 
cles, for Hercſics, by. more then the double maior Part compared to 
thoſe who. would take their part. For al:hough (as all. Heretiques 
vic to do:;) Proteſtants perſwade themſelues, Scriptures te beeuident- 
for their opinions; and that witheuident demoſtrations they ſhould: 
beableto conuince all the world, that they teach truth, and nothing 
but:truth ; yet they would find innumerable others as learned ( to 
ſay no more, ) andas well itudyed in Scripture, and skilfull in ma- 
king demonſttations, who ate of another mind. 


&)I meruaile, in vw hat Gore the Z 
3 will deſcribe ſuch a Gene- In fine, The B. wished, 


rall —_— ; _ _ it that a lawfull (a) Generall. I 
Gould be gathered ; and what 

Rulesare — it tobe obſerued, Councell were called co 7 
Which are morally likely ſo ” end Controverſies. The 
beobſerued as to make an end: a id - The 
of Cotrouerſies, better then our P crſons Þ rclent ſaid E; 
eatholique Generall councels, Ang 
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7 as enclined ther- ©). The Chaplaine faith, thar 
510g a d theref, the B.addeda Caution(which 
unto, and t cre Ore WC the leſuir omitteth)ſaying: The 
Catholiques might do determinatienof 4 Generell Coicell 
erring,was to find :in force; and 

well to concutre . | gag wr res} 
I asked theB. whether nelled toit, till euidence of Scrt- 


he chought » A Generall PE NCR _— 
') wage the errour appeare,-4 


Councell nnght erre *' He yyill thereuppon another Councell 


faid,it mighrilf a Genetall of £144ll Authority did reuerſe 3. 
Co [dim atony! a A I anſwere, that added Cauy 
UNCen May crre ,WAT tj,n it which eyther was not 
neerer-are we then ( \ayd hen aka _ grnomtiogns 
CT”. _ bythe leſuite) maketh che B. 
I )ro Vanity after a Coun his Anſwere far worſe, then as - 
cell hath determined? yes the leſuit did relate. For whe- 
Po rad = r2as the leſuitc relateth onel 
(laid he ) alchough ic nagar thus , Although it may erre , this 
erre yer WE Shall be bound caution maketh the caſe to be, 
ro (b) hold it : till another that it doth afually erre. And 
"If whereas the Ieſuice relateth, 
come tO reuecrtie 1t. That we ( not knowing, whe- 


After this,we all riſing, ther jedo.Erg or me. ber any 

that it may erre, ) are bound to 

The La.asked the B, whe- bold it till another came to reverſe 
ther she might be ſaved in ir ; this caution doth pur the 
| | 2 — caſeſo, as if the determination 
the Roman Fayth' he anſ- £5 02.25 Colicell afually 
Co ng wered 2 e:ring, were (not ipſo ture inua=- 
lide, but) fuchas is to ſtand in force, & to haue, externall obedience 
at leaſt yielded ynoit, till{not onely morall certainty, but )eui- 
denceof Scripture, ora demonſtration to the contrary make the er 

rour appeate;and aftcrthe exzour appeareth, yer we mult congrge 

| NE => | this 
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this yeilding of obedience : And how Jong ? Vntill thereupon 2 
Councell( and noteuery Councell;but) of <quall authority do xe- 
uerſe it, which perhaps will not be tound in a whole Age. Vetrily 

| I can not belieugy that the B. ypon better aduiſement will allow 

this Caution » Or giue any hadlos to his Chaplain for ſetting it 
downe,but will commend the leluite for relating his ſpeach more 
Uuely, and at leaſt Jeſſe diſgracefully. 


@ Meere,Þ ly the, Cha- wered ,. Shee (c) might. 
'plain taxerh the Icſuiteſaying, x "G 
Ther the B. did not anſwer tas F4 | bad her mark that. She 
aromatic: the leſuite is ſure ( ſayd the B. ) may be ber- 

& did;and'ir appeareth ro be ter {aucd in it then OU. 
ſo by the Icfuits wordes who | : J , 
ſaid to the La. Marke that. Vnto D. White 
which the B.replied ſaying, She may be better ſaued mit thenyou;which 
Reply Gheweth that the B. had ſaid, thatſhe in particuler might be 
faued in the Roman Fayth. Orherwiſe, if his firſt Anſwere had ben 
as the chaplaine would now make, the B. ſhould haue ſaid, Theg- 
norant may be ſauedin it, but neither you, nor she. Bur he leſuitc is {we 
that this Anſwere of the B. and Reply ef the Jeluite (Marke that) was 
iuſt as he related , without any ſuch addition , as noW the Chaplain 
doth relate ; and that if ſuch a Caueat were added, it was after the 
end of the conference, and not in the Ieſuits prefence. 

Out of this laſt paſſage the Chaplain obſerueth that Catholiques 
take aduantage,and make vſeof the argument drawne from Prote- 
ſtants'granting, That one lining and dying 4 Rom. Catholique may be ſaued; 
accotihting icſecure ſo to liucand die,cuen by confeſſion of Aduet- 
faries. The force of which argumentheendeauoureth ro weaken by 
faying,that although Proteſtants grant itto be pollible, yer they ſay 
withall that it is nor ſecure, but hard &c. But he muſt remember, 
that when Proteſtants graunt, that in the Rom. Fayth and Church 

there is ground ſufficient, and conſequently poſſibility of faluation; 
this wvbcce confelficn of the Aduerſuie argument themſelves,and 
S: oped Bae ee br ngrtdene —_ 
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'therefote is of force againſt them, and is to be thoughtto be extorted 
from them by the force of truth it ſelf. But when Proteſtants do ſay, 
that ſaluation is more ſecurely andeaſily had in Proteſtant Fayth & 
Church, then in the Romane zthis onely is their partiall priuats 
opinion in their owne behalf, which is of no weight, eſpecially 
when Romane Catholiques farre more in number, and farre more 
ſpread in place,and of much longer continuance in tyme, and for 
vertue andlearning at leaſt equall, or rather much exceeding Pro- 
tcſtants,do confidently, and vnanimouſly, and with authority and 
zeaſon proue,that{ according to the ordinary Courſe of Gods pro« 
uidence ) Oxt of the Cath. Romane Church,there is no poſsibility of ſalustion. 
And therefore, who will not thinke it ſafer to adhere to the Cath. 
Romane Fayth and Church , in which all both Catholiques and 
beft learned Proteſtants do promiſe peſlibility of ſfaluation without 
doubt, then to the Proteſtant Church, fith all Roman Catholiques 
do threaten damnation to all who obſtinately adhere vntoit ; and 
dye in it ? The which threat,doth not proceede out of malice, or 
want of Charity, but isgrounded in Charity ; asare the like threats 
of Chriſt our Sauiour,and Holy Fathers , who knowing that there 
1s but One True Fayth, and One Trae Charch, out of which there isno 
faluation , do out of their Charitable care of our ſoules good, ſa 
commend to vsthe belicfe of that Fayth, and the cleauing to that 
Church, as they pronounce, He that shall not belieue , shall be condemmed, 
(Mar, 16. ) and, He that willnot hearethe Church,and haue it for his Mo= 
ther, #5 to be accounted as 4 Heathen and Publican(Matth. 18.) and cannot 
haue God to be his Father;accounting it more charity to forewarng 
vs by theſe threats, of our perill , that we may feare and auoide it, 
then to put ys in a falſe ſecurity, and ſo tolet vs runne into danger,' 
for want of foreſight of it. 
| Thoſe examples which the Chaplaine giues of the Donatifts gi- 
uing true Baptiſme inthe opinion ofall, and Proteſtants holding a 
kind of Reall Preſence not denied by any , are nothing like our caſe, 
For. in theſe caſes there are annexed other reaſons of certainly 
knowne perill of damnable [chiſme mw herelic, which we ſhould 
; LNCUT 


On 
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incurre by.coſenting to the Donatiſts deniall of true Baptiſme to bs 
among Catholiques;and to the Proteſtants denyall, or doubting of 
che rrueſubſtanriall preſence of Chriſt in the Euchariſt. But in our 
caſe there is confeſledly no ſuch perill of any damnable Hereſy, 
ſchiſme, or any other ſinne,in reſfoluing to live and die in the Ca- 
tholique Rom. Church: and in caſe ſome Proteſtants ſhould ſay, that 
there 1s perill of damnation in living and dying Roman Catholi- 
ques; the authofity of them thar ſay there is per1}], being ſo tew (in 
compariſon of thoſe who ſay there is none, ) and ſo paſlionate and 
partially affeted men, who are in this their ſaying contadicted by 
their owne more learned brethren, ought not to be reſpeted more 
then a Scarre-crowe. But the authority "of thoſe who ajilow ſalua- 
tion toſuchas do liue and die Roman Catholiques, being ſo many, 
fo ancient, ſo yertuous, ſo learned, and ſome no way partially affe- 
Qed, out oppoſite to the Roma Church, ought to be acconited of ex= 
cceding great weight, & may worthily perfwade any wiſe man that 
itis molt ſecure to live and dye a Roman Catholique, and conſe- 
+ quently that in ſo important a matterthis moſt ſecure courſe of li- 
uing and dying in the Roman Church, ought in all :eaſon to be 
choſen, and that ſo pretious a Iewell as the Soule is , ought notto 
be-left tothe ears py looſing heauen, and falling into hell, by re» 
lying vpon ones ownes opinion, or the opinion of thoſe few new 
Proteſtant Docours, who acknowledg that their whole-congrega- 
tio may erre:& much more therfore may they thinke that ech mem- 
ber therof may be deceiued, in. following his owne, or any other 
mans opinion. 


Heere the Chaplain taxeth =: > » i 
( Heere he Chaplain taxeth pt yphjre( d), faid 1 , hath 


D. Whites Anſwer, and faith he ſecured me, that none of 


hgh, - ems mag heh _ ourerrours are damnable, 


Anſwere: He was aked in the ſo long as we hold them 


Conference, whether Papiits errours Eenes 
were fundamental? To this be gaue not againſt out Co [cl F 
anſwere an 
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#n{were by a diſtintton of perſons, which held and profeſed the erronrs , M- 
mely,that the errours were fundamentall reductiue, by a reducent , if they 
wha imbxaced them did pertinactouſly adhere vnto them, hauing ſufficient 
meaneetdbe berter informed: Nay further, that they were materially in the 
kind and natare of them, leauen, droſie, haye, «nd ſtubble; yet be thought with« 
all, that ſuch as were miſled by education, or leng Cuſtome , or ouer-valuing 
the ſoueraigntie of the Romane Church , and did mn ſimplicity of heart im- 
brace them, nught by their generall Repentance, & faub inthe ments of Chriſt? 
attended with Chartty and other vertues, finde mercy at Gods bands. Buttha” 
he should ſay;{ignanter & expreſs , that none of yours or your fellowes er* 
Tours were dammable, ſo long 45 y0u hold them not againſt your Conſcieme,tha® 
be ytterly diſauowes & . 

To this the Ieſuite anſwereth; firſt, that he did not inthis his Re- 
lation ſay, that D. #hitedid ſignanter , and expreſly ſay theſe preciſe 
words, None of yours,or your fellowes errours are damnable. Secondly , he 
fith, that D. Yhize did not fignanter, and expreſly make this preciſe 
Anſwere which now he maketh, nor ſcarſe any part of it ; as ap» 
peareth by the Relation of the firſt Conference made by the Ie- 
ſuite in freſh memory, and couferted with D. hte himſelf, who did 
not at that rime contradi it in this point, | 

Thirdly,the reaſon which moued the Ieſuite toſay,that D.White 
had fecured him,as is ſaid in this Relation , was for thatD. White in 
the ſaid firſt Conference graunted, that there muſt be one or other 
church , continually viſible, which had all ages taught the vn- 
changed Fayth of Chriſtin all points 'fundamentall ; and being vr=- 
ged to alligne ſuch a church,D. Whyte expreflely graunted thathe 
could nor afligne and ſhew any church A from the Roman, 
which held inall agesall points fundamentall, Whence the Iefuite 
gathered his opinion to be,that the Roman church held and taught 

tn.allages ynchanged Fayrh in all fundamencall points, and did 

not inany age erxe 1n any point fundamentall. Whereupon the Ic- 

ſuite asked, whether errours in points not fundamenrall weredam- 
nable?'D. Wiire anſwered, they werenot, ſolong as one did not _ 
hold them againſt his conſcience 3 which Anſwete he repeated 

S-3: againe 
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againe toM. B. azking the ſame queſtion. Out of all which, the 


TIcſuitedid colle&t,thatD. Whites opinion was, that the Romin 
Ehurch heldall points fundamentall, andonlyerred in; pointsnot 


fundamental}, which he accounted not damnable, ſo longras one - 


did not hold them: againſthis conſcience : and thereupport the Ie- 
ſuit might well ſay, that D. White had' giuen ſecurity to him, who 
holdeth no Faith different from the Roman , nor contrary to' his 
owne conſcience , 

As for D. Whites ſaying he could difcerne but ſinall Ioue of truth, 
and few ſignes of grace in the Teſuite, I Will let it paſſe as the cen- 
ſure of an Aduerſary,looking vp6n the Iefuite with eyes of diſlyke, 
which is not to be regarded further then to returne ypon him (nota 
like cenſure, but) a charitable with, that he may haue noleſle loue 
of truth, nor fewer fignes of grace, then the Ieſuite is thought to 
haue,by thoſe who know him better then D. White doth. 


(ce) The Chaplain noteth, that and I hold none againſt 
the B. was confident, and had my Coſcience. The Lady 


xeaſon of his confidence. For | | 
iayth he, To beltexe the Scripture asked, Whether She-might 
and Creed in the ſenſe of the 4n- be ſaued in the Proteſtant 
cient Primitive Church , toreceiue Þ. ? | 
the firſt fowre Generall Conncells Fayth ; Ve agoras 4 (e) ſoul - 
ſo much magnified by Antiquity: To ( faid 


beliene all paints of doftrine generally received, as fundamental , in the 


Churchof Chriſt , is 4Fayth, in which to lize and dye, cannot but giue ſal= 
gation. And I would fayne ſee, ſayth che chaplain, any one point 


maintained by the ehurch of England , that can beproued: to de- 


part from the foundation. | 
To which I anſwer, firſt, that if to ſay thus be a ſufficient cauſe of 
Eonfidence, I meruayle why the chaplain maketh ſach difficulty to- 
be confident of the ſaluation of Row: Catholiques , who belicue all 
this ina farre better mane then Proteſtants do; neyther gan-they by 
| PLrougy- 
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proued to departfrom the foundation ſo much as Proteſtants do, 
whodenying infallible authority to all the Paſtours of the cath. 


_ Church afſembled ina Generall counccll, doin effet deny Infalli- 


bility to the whole catholique church, which is bound to heare & 
b2lieue what is defined,and to practiſe what is preſcribed by her Pa- 
ſtours ina generall councell, and ordinarily doth ſo belieue and 
practiſe . | f 

Secondly I aske, how Proteſtants, who admit no certaine and 
infallible meanes and rule o&-Fayth, beſide onely Scripture, can be 
infaltibly ſure that chey belieue the ſame entier ſcripture and creed, 
and the foure firſt Generall councels &c. in the ſame yncorrupted 
ſenſe which the Primitiue Church belieued ? Whar text of ſcripture 
doth tell,that Proteftints who now liue, do belicue all this, or thar 
all this is expreſſed in thoſe particuler Bibles, or inthe writings of 
the Fathers or Councells which now are in the Proteſtants handes, 
or that Proteſtants do rightly ynderſtand the ſenſe of all which is 
expreſſed in their bookes according to that which was vnderſtood 
by the Primitine Church, and rhe Fathers which were preſentat the 
foure-firſt Generall Councells ? Or that all,and onely thoſe points 
which Proteſtants do account to be fundamentall and maar”. 2 te 
be expreſly knowne by all, were ſo accounted by the Primitiue 
Church? I ſuppoſe, neither the B. nor the Chaplain can produce. 
any text of ſcripture ſufficient to aſſure one of all this : Andtherfore 
he had need to- feeke ſome other Infallible rule and meanes, by 
which he may know theſe things infallibly,or els he hath no reaſon 
to be ſo confident , as to aduenture his ſoule, that one may be ſaued 
living and dying inthe Proteſtant Fayth. 


( laid the B. )) yo ay , (OHeere I note, that the Te- 
( laid the B ) | gems ſuite was as confident for his 


Vpon my (f) my Soulc »- part, as the B. tor his; but 
fayd I, There is but one with this difference, chat the 

- ; _ + B. had not ſufficient reaſon 
auing Fayth, and that is of his Confidence as I haue 
the Roman. | declared; Burthe Ieſuite had 


hate or om ſo much reaſgn both out of 
# Vpon. E expreile 
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 expreſle ſcriptures and Fathers, and the infallible authority of the 
Church, that the B. himſelfrhen did not, nor his Chaplaine now 
doth nor, taxethe Teſuir of any raſhnes : but the Chaplain expreſly 
graunteth that, Thete is but one lauing Faith, and the B. did(as waz 
related) graunt that the La. might beſaued in the Rom. Fayth, 
whichis as much as the Ieſuite did rake vpon his ſoule. Onely the 
Chaplain ſaith, without any prootfe, thathwe haue many dangerous 
errouts: buthe neither tels ys which they be , nor why he thinketh 
them dangerous, butleaueth ysto look to our owne ſoules, and fo 
we do, and haue no cauſe to doubt; becauſe we do not hold any 
new deuiſe of our owne,or any other man, or any thing contrary, 
butall moſt conformable to ſcriptures interpreted by Vnion , con- 
ſentof Fathers,and definitions of Councells. 

Which being fo, the B. and his chaplainc had need to looke to 
their ſoules, for if there be but one ſauing Fayth , as the Chaplain 

aunteth, ( and he hath reaſon, becauſe S. Paulſayth (Epheſ. 4.) Vns 

s, One Fayth: and Ss. Leo,( ſerm. de Natiunt. ) Niſi vna ei fides,non eh, 
 vnleſſe it be One, itis not Fayth ) and this One Fayxth was once the 
Roman, which alſo yetis (as the B.graunteth ) a {auing Fayth ;( or 
elſe he ought not to haue granted, that one may be ſaued liuing & 
dying init: )I ſeenot how they can haue their ſoules ſaued without 
they entirely imbrace this Fayth, being the Cath. Fayth , which as 
S. Athanaſius ( in Symb.)affirmeth, ynles one hold entiere(that is euery 
point of it,)and inuiolate, (that is, belieuing all in right ſenſe, and 
for the true formall reaſon of diuine revelation ſufficiently applied 
to our vnderſtzding by the Infallible authority of the Cath. Church 
_ _ to vsby her Paſtours this reuelation)) without doubt he 
ſhall periſh for euer. In which fort if the B. and his chaplain did 
belieue any one Article, they ( finding the ſame formall reafarr in 
all, and applyed ſufficiently by the ſame meanes to all) would eaſily 
belieue all. But ſo longas they donot belicue all in this fort ; but 


will,as all Heretiques do, make choyſe of what: they will, and. Þ 


what they will not belieue, without relying vpo the Infallible au- 
thority of the Cath. Church , they cannot haue that One Soule-ſaving 
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ticle of Fayth, Foralthough they belicue the ſame truth, whichother 
good Catholiques do in ſome Articles, yetnot belicuing them for 
the ſame formall reaſon of diuine reuelation , ſufficiently applyed 
by intallible Church-authority, bur either tor ſome other formall 
reaſon, or at leaſt not for this reaſon ſufficiently applyed, they can- 
not be ſayd to have one and theſame Infallible diuine Fayth which 
other good catholique chriftianshaue, who do belieue thoſe Arti- 
cles, not for any other formall reaſon beſide the diuine reuelation 
applyed ſufficiently and made knowne to them( not by their owne 
fancie , orthe fallible authority of humaine deductions, ) but by the 
infallible authority of the church of God, that is of men infallibly 
alliited by the Spirit of God, as all lawfully called, continued, and 
confirmed Generall cauncells are aſſiſted. 

Whence I gather, thataithough cuery thing defined to be a di= 
uine truth in Generall councells, is not abſolutly neceffary to be ex» 
pou knowne and atually belicued ( as ſome other truthes are ) 


y all forts;yet no man-may ( after knowledge that they are thus 


defined) doubt deliberatly , and much lefle obſtinatly deny the 
truth of any thing ſo defined, For, cuery ſuch doubt and denyall is a 
breach trom that one ſaving Fayth , which other good chriſtians 
haue,in regardit raketh away infallible creditfrom the church;and 
ſo the divine revelation being not by it ſufficiently applyed, itcan= 
not according to the ordinary Courſe of Gods prouidence breed in- 
fallible belief in vs; for as $. Paul Rom. 10. ſaith, How sball they belzexe 
pules they heare, hav shall they beare without 4 Preacher, how hall they preach 
(to wit infallibly ) yales they beſem, to wit, from God,and infallibly 
aſſiſted by his ſpirit? And ifa whole Generall councell defining 
whats diuine truth benot belieued to be ſent, and affiſted by gods 
ſpirit, and conſequently of Infallible credit, what man in the world 
can be ſaidto be of infallible credit? orit ſuch a Councell lawfully 
called, continued, and confirmed may erre, .in defining any one 
divine truth, how can webe Infallibly certaine of any other truth 
defined by it? for if it may erre in one, why not in another and _ 

Cry 
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ther,and ſo inall?or how can we(according to the ordinary comtſc) 
be infallibly aflured, that it erreth in one, and not in another, when 
it equally, by one and the ſame authority, defineth both to be diuine 
truthes? for if we leaue this to be examined by any private man, this 
examination not being infallible had need to be examined by ano- 
ther,and this by another, without end, or eucr coming to intallible 
Certaincy, neceſſarily required in that One Fayth which is neceſſary 
to ſaluation, and to'that peace and Vnity which ought to be in 
the Church? It is not therefore (asthe Chaplain would perſwade ) 


the fault of councells definitions (but the pride of ſuch as will pre- | 


ferr,and not ſubmit their priuate ludgments)that loſt, & continueth 
the loſte of peace and vnity of the Church, and the want of cer- 
tainty in that one aforeſaid ſoule-ſaving Fayth:the which how far 
it doth extend is indeed{ as the Chaplain pag. 73. confeſſeth) no 
work for his penne, but is to be learned of that one Holy Catho- 
. lique, Apoſtolique, alwayes Viſible, and Infallible Roman Church, 
of which the La.once doubting, reſteth now fully ſatisfied, that in it 
ſhe may learneall truth neceflary to faluation, and that out of it 
there is no ordinary meanes ſufficient to- teach her the right way of 
ſaluation. And therefore the Ieſuit might well ſay, as he did in the 
Relation, that the La. was by this & a former conference, ſatisfied of 
the truth of Roman Religion, 


-  Vponthis,and the precedent Con- 
- Recon oY ference, the Lady reſftcd fully ſatil- 


mg gy" fied in her Iudgment{( as she tould a 
ſhe wilbe ber. friend ) of the truth of the Roman 


ter able toanſ- Churches Fayth: Yet vpon frailty,8& 
bo ra. feare to offend the King. she yielded 
the forher lea- to goc to (g) Church; for which 
uing thechurch che was after very ſorie, as ſome of 


of England, & : 
St her friends canteſtific . 
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owing the fuperitkions apd Extours vt the Church of Rome, 

. i, Lies (a pes can prouetbatit is lawfull for one{perſne» 
ded eſpecially as the Lady 1s) to goe. to the Proteſtant Church, 
which were to halt on both fides, to. ſerue two Maiſters, todif- 
ſemble with God andthe world, to profeſſe outwardly a Religion 
In conſcience knowne to befalle; neyther doth he, or can he proue 
any ſupezſticion or ertogr to be in Romane Religion; but by preſu- 
ming with intolerable; pride ro. make, himſelf, as ſome of his fel- 
lowes indge of Controuetſies, and by taking authority to cenſurs 
all co be ſuperſtition and errour, which futeth not with his fancy, 
although it be generally held or practiſed by the ynierſall church, 
which in S. 4uguftins ludgment, is moſt mſolent 'madnes. | 


 Thefecch fweet Iefus , to giue grace to euexy Que 
that offendeth in this ſort, - ſe” repent, ay mn 
pardon of their faults paſt, and light of true __ 
in tyme to come ; for obtayning whereof they 
had need to pray to God for it, and with a great 
deſire to ſeeke after it, and with humility to-ſub- 
mit their will and Irdgmpnt ta theſe whom God 
hath appoinfe@ to teach it; To wit , ſuch Do- 
ctours and Paſtours as by a viſible continuall ſuc- 
ceſlion, haue without change brought it from chriſt 
and his Apoſtles, euen' vntill theſe our dayes; and 
ſhall by a like ſucceſſion carry it along, even ynrill 
the end of world. The which ſucce{lion not being 
found in any other church, differing in doatrine from 
the Romi Church, I wiſh the Chaplain & his Lord, 
and euery other man carefully to confider, whether 
it be not more Chriſtian and leſle brainſick, to thinke 
that the Pope, being S. Peters ſucceſTour, with a Ge- 
nerall Councell thould be Iudg of Controuerſies, & 
that the Paſtorall Tudgment of him(vpon whom as 


| Ypon a firme rock Chriſt did build his Church , _ Epheſ, 4. un; 
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for whoſe Fayth Chriſt prayed, cnioyning him WG 
cohfirme his brethren ,' Greg whole care Bug go= 


uernent” Chriſt committed his whole flock of lam- 


bes , andſheep) ſhould be accounted Infallible, ra- 


ther then to make euecry man that can read Scripture 
Interpreter of Scriptures, Decider of Controuerfies, 


Controller of Generall Councels., and Indge of his 


Tudges ; Or to have rio Iudye of Controuerfies of 
Fayth;to permitenery man to belicue as he lit, as if 
there were no.Infallible certainty of Fayth to be ex» 

on-carth ; The which were to induce inſtced 
of One Pang np a Babylenicall Confuſion of fo many 
Fayths as phantaſies, or 'no true chriſtian Fayth at 
all. From. which cuills ſweet Izs y 8 deliuex vs. 
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